INDEX 


ABANDONMENT. See Natural Gas Act. 

ACADEMIC FREEDOM. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS. See Criminal Law, 1. 

ACQUITTAL. See Constitutional Law, I. 

ADJUSTMENT BOARD. See Railroad Adjustment Board. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See Deportation; Employer 
and Employee; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-3; Judi- 


cial Review, 1; National Labor Relations Board, 1-2; Natural 
Gas Act; Railroad Adjustment Board. 

ADMISSIBILITY. See Constitutional Law, IV, 3; VI, 2; Evi- 
dence, 1-2; Procedure, 6. 

ADMISSION TO THE UNITED STATES. Sce Immigration and 
Nationality Act. 


ALIENS. See Deportation; Immigration and Nationality Act; 
Judicial Review, 2; Naturalization. 


AMERICAN RED CROSS. See Jurisdiction, 2; Taxes, 1-2. 


ANTI-KICKBACK ACT. 

Cancellation of government contract—Kickbacks to key employees 
by subcontractors—The Act, which clearly expresses a policy hos- 
tile to kickbacks, authorized the United States to cancel respondent’s 
prime contract where three of respondent’s key employees accepted 
compensation for awarding subcontracts in violation of the Act. 
United States v. Acme Process Co., p. 138. 

APPEALS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; VI, 2; Evidence, 1; 
Procedure, 4-6; Supreme Court, 2. 


APPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 4. 
ARBITRATION. Sce National Labor Relations Board, 1-2. 


AREA TRAVEL RESTRICTIONS. See Criminal Law, 4; Pass- 
ports. 
ARIZONA. See New Mexico-Arizona Enabling Act. 
ARREST. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; IV, 1; VII, 2; Criminal 
Law, 3; Trespass. 
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ASSOCIATION. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1; Judicial 
Review, 2; Naturalization. 


ATTORNEY-CLIENT RELATIONSHIP. See Evidence, 2; Trial. 


ATTORNEYS. See also Constitutional Law, VI, 1; VII, 2 


Disbarment—Failure to produce records and to testify—Self- 
incrimination —Judgment of New York courts ordering disbarment of 
petitioner, who failed to produce demanded records and who refused 
to testify at judicial inquiry, is reversed. Spevack v. Klein, p. 511. 


AUTOMATION. Sce Railroad Adjustment Board. 
AUTOMOBILE ACCIDENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, I. 
BAILIFFS. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1. 
BANKRUPTCY. See also Mootness. 

Knowledge—Payment of check by bank—Petition for voluntary 
bankruptcy —Absent revocation of its authority or knowledge of the 
bankruptcy, a bank cannot be held liable for honoring checks drawn 


before a depositor filed a voluntary bankruptcy petition. Bank of 
Marin v. England, p. 99. 


BANKS. See Bankruptcy; Mootness; National Bank Act. 
BETTING. See Criminal Law, 1 
BOARD OF REGENTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1. b 


BORDER CONTROL STATUTES. See Criminal Law, 4; Pass- 
ports. 


BRANCH BANKING. Sce National Bank Act. 
BREACH OF CONTRACT. See Anti-Kickback Act. 
BREACH OF PEACE. See Trespass. 


BRIBES. See Anti-Kickback Act; Constitutional Law, II, 4; 
IV, 1, 3; VII, 2; Criminal Law, 2-3, 5. 


BURDEN OF PROOF. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Deporta- 
tion; Judicial Review, 2; Juries; Naturalization; Procedure, 2 


CANADA. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 2. 
CANCELLATION OF CONTRACTS. See Anti-Kickback Act. 
CANDIDATES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1. 
CARRIERS. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-3. 
CERTIFICATES. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1. 


CERTIORARI. See Constitufional Law, VI, 2; Evidence, 1; 
Procedure, 6. 
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CHECKS. See Bankruptcy; Mootness. 


CHICAGO REGIONAL PORT DISTRICT. See Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 1; Judicial Review, 1. 


CITIZENSHIP. See Judicial Review, 2; Naturalization. 

CLERKS. See Railroad Adjustment Board. 

COERCION. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Evi- 
dence, 1; Procedure, 1, 6. 

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING. See Injunctions; Labor. 

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING AGREEMENTS. See Employer 
and Employee; National Labor Relations Board, 1-2; Rail- 
road Adjustment Board. 

COLLEGE PROFESSORS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1. 

COLORADO. See Jurisdiction, 2; Taxes, 1-2. 

COMMUNIST PARTY. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1; 
Judicial Review, 2; Naturalization. 

COMPENSATION. See New Mexico-Arizona Enabling Act. 

COMPENSATION BENEFITS. See Federal Prisoners. 

COMPETITION. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 1; Judi- 
cial Review, 1; National Bank Act. 

COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. See National Bank Act. 

CONFESSIONS. See also Procedure, 1. 


Criminal law—Procedure—Finding of voluntariness by trial 
judge—The trial judge need not make formal findings of fact or 
write an opinion, but it must clearly appear from the record that 
he made a primary finding of voluntariness before the confession was 
introduced into evidence before the jury. Sims v. Georgia, p. 538. 


CONFRONTATION. See Constitutional Law, VII, 1. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Attorneys; Confessions; 
Criminal Law, 2-3, 5; Evidence, 1; Judgments; Juries; Juris- 
diction, 1-2; Procedure, 1-3, 5-6; Taxes, 1-2; Trespass. 

I. Double Jeopardy. 

Reckless homicide and involuntary manslaughter—Writ of cer- 
tiorari dismissed——Writ of certiorari dismissed as improvidently 
granted where petitioner’s claim of double jeopardy was based on a 
second trial for both reckless homicide and involuntary manslaughter 
when first jury found him guilty of reckless homicide and was silent 
on manslaughter charge, as Indiana law treats these overlapping 
offenses more as one offense with different penalties than as a greater 
and an included offense. Cichos v. Indiana, p. 76. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
II. Due Process. 

1. New York’s teacher loyalty requirements—Vagueness and over- 
breadth—New York’s Education Law §§ 3021 and 3022, subd. 2, 
and Civil Service Law § 105, subds. 1 (a), 1'(b), 1 (c), and 3, pro- 
viding for loyalty requirements for teachers, are violative of due 
process for vagueness and overbreadth and are unconstitutional. 
Keyishian v. Board of Regents, p. 589. 


2. Public employees—Surrender of rights—Constitutional doctrine 
has now rejected the major premise of Adler v. Board of Education, 
342 U.S. 485, that public employment may be conditioned upon the 
surrender of constitutional rights which could not be abridged by 
direct government action. Keyishian v. Board of Regents, p. 589. 


3. Recidivist statutes—Procedure—tTexas’ use of prior convictions 
in the petitioners’ current criminal trials did not offend the provisions 
of the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. Spencer 
v. Texas, p. 554. 

4. Use of secret informer—The use of a secret informer is not 
per se unconstitutional, and his use in this case did not violate due 
process, his veracity having been fully subject to the safeguards of 
cross-examination and the instructions to the jury. Hoffa v. United 
States, p. 293. 

III. Equal Protection of the Laws. 

1. Election of state governor—Legislature electing governor— 
Georgia’s constitutional provision that the legislature shall elect the 
governor when no candidate in general election receives a majority 
vote is not invalid under the Equal Protection Clause, and the legis- 
lature is not disqualified for malapportionment, since this Court held 
it could function until May 1, 1968. Fortson v. Morris, p. 231. 

2. Indigent prisoner—Transcript in post-conviction proceeding — 
State must furnish indigent prisoner copy of transcript, which is 
readily available, since an indigent cannot be deprived of appellate 
review of an adverse decision in post-conviction proceeding as 
adequate as that afforded prisoners who can purchase a transcript. 
Long v. District Court of Iowa, p. 192. 

3. Jury selection—Discrimination—Proof offered by petitioners, 
including use by Georgia of a system of jury selection which had 
been previously condemned, constituted a prima facie case of 
purposeful discrimination, which shifted the burden of proof to the 
State. Whitus v. Georgia, p. 545. 

4. Reapportionment of Florida Legislature—Population vari- 
ances.—Florida’s failure to articulate acceptable reasons for popula- 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

tion variances between districts invalidates the reapportionment 
plan, although minor deviations which “are based on legitimate 
considerations incident to the effectuation of a rational state policy” 
would be permissible. Swann v. Adams, p. 440. 


IV. Fourth Amendment. 

1. Government informer—Invitee—No rights under the Fourth 
Amendment were violated by failure of government informer to 
disclose his role as such; and when petitioner made incriminating 
statements to or in presence of informer, his invitee, he relied not 
on the security of the hotel room but on the misplaced confidence 
that the informer would not reveal his wrongdoing. Hoffa v. 
United States, p. 293. 


2. Sale of narcotics to undercover agent—Home used for busi- 
ness ——No violation of Fourth Amendment where petitioner invited 
undercover agent to his home for very purpose of illegally selling 
him narcotics; where a home is used as a place of illegal business 
there is no Fourth Amendment violation when a government agent 
enters as an invitee and neither sees, hears nor takes anything 
unrelated to the business purpose of his visit or not contemplated 
by the occupant. Lewis v. United States, p. 206. 


3. Tape recording—Government informer—Approval of judges— 
The use of a recording device under the “procedure of antecedent 
justification before a magistrate that is central to the Fourth Amend- 
ment” as a precondition of lawful electronic surveillance was per- 
missible, and the recording, made by a government informer, was 
properly admissible in evidence. Osborn v. United States, p. 323. 


V. Freedom of Speech and Press. 

1. Academic freedom—Teachers’ loyalty requirements.—Academic 
freedom is a special concern of the First Amendment, which does 
not tolerate laws that cast a pall of orthodoxy over the classroom. 
Keyishian v. Board of Regents, p. 589. 


2. Disqualification of state legislator—Oath——Though a State may 
impose an oath requirement on legislators it cannot limit their 
capacity to express views on local or national policy and in dis- 
qualifying appellant because of his statements Georgia violated the 
First Amendment. Bond v. Floyd, p. 116. 


3. Newsworthy items—Fictionalization—Right to privacy—Con- 
stitutional protections for free expression preclude applying New 
York’s Civil Rights Law to redress false reports of newsworthy 
items absent proof that the publisher knew of their falsity or acted 
in reckless disregard of the truth. Time, Inc. v. Hill, p. 374. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


VI. Self-Incrimination. 

1. Failure of attorney to produce records and to testify—Disbar- 
ment.—Judgment of New York courts ordering disbarment of peti- 
tioner who failed to produce demanded records and who refused to 
testify at judicial inquiry, is reversed. Spevack v. Klein, p. 511. 

2. Threat of removal from office—Admissibility of statements — 
Threat of removal from public office under the state forfeiture-of- 
office statute to induce petitioners to forgo the privilege against 
self-incrimination secured by the Fourteenth Amendment rendered 
the resulting statements involuntary and inadmissible in the state 
criminal proceedings. Garrity v. New Jersey, p. 493. 

VII. Sixth Amendment. 

1. Bailiff’s remarks to jurors—Impartial jury.—Bailiff’s statements 
to jurors violated the command of the Sixth Amendment, made 
applicable to the States by the Fourteenth, that the accused shall 
enjoy the right to an impartial jury and to be confronted with the 
witnesses against him. Parker v. Gladden, p. 363. 

2. Government informer—Subsequent trial for endeavoring to 
bribe jurors—While a Sixth Amendment violation resulting from 
government informer’s reporting on activities of petitioner’s counsel 
in Taft-Hartley trial might have invalidated a conviction in that 
trial, such reporting does not render invalid a conviction in a later 
trial for endeavoring to bribe jurors where the incriminating state- 
ments were not made in presence of counsel nor in connection with 
the legitimate defense of the Taft-Hartley trial. Hoffa v. United 
States, p. 293. 


CONTRACTORS. See Anti-Kickback Act. 

CONTRACTS. See Injunctions; Labor. 

CONTRIBUTION. See Bankruptcy; Mootness. 

COUNSEL. Sce Constitutional Law, VI, 1; VII, 2; Criminal Law, 
2-3, 5; Evidence, 2; Trial. 

COURT OF CLAIMS. See Anti-Kickback Act. 

COURTS. See Confessions; Injunctions; Judicial Review, 1-2: 


Jurisdiction, 1-2; Labor; Naturalization; Procedure, 1-2: 
Taxes, 1-2. 

CRIMINAL LAW. See also Confessions; Constitutional Law, I; 
II, 3-4; III, 2-3; IV, 1-3; VI, 2; VII, 1-2; Evidence, 1-2: 
Juries; Passports; Procedure, 1-3, 5-6; Trespass; Trial. 

1. Dismissal of indictment—Violation of 18 U. 8S. C. § 1958—Car- 
rying New Hampshire Sweepstakes acknowledgments.—Indictment 
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CRIMINAL LAW—Continued. 


charging interstate carriage of quantity of “acknowledgments of 
purchase” for “use” in New Hampshire Sweepstakes states an offense 
under § 1953 as Congress manifested broad purpose of thwarting 
interstate movement of gambling paraphernalia by all persons except 
common carriers. United States v. Fabrizio, p. 263. 


2. Entrapment—Government informer.—Entrapment was not es- 
tablished as a matter of law, for at most petitioner’s investigator, 
who was also a government informer, afforded petitioner “opportuni- 
ties or facilities” for the commission of a criminal offense, a far cry 
from entrapment. Osborn v. United States, p. 323. 


3. No obligation to arrest—Investigation of crime-—Government 
was not obliged to arrest petitioner when it first had probable cause 
to do so, since law enforcement officers have no duty to halt a crime 
investigation when they have minimum evidence to establish prob- 
able cause. Hoffa v. United States, p. 293. 


4. Passports—Travel to Cuba—Immigration and Nationality Act 
of 1952.—Since there was no allegation or proof that petitioner in 
departing from the United States for Cuba did not have a valid 
passport, although not “specifically endorsed” for Cuban travel, the 
conviction under § 215 (b) of the Act must be reversed in line with 
United States v. Laub, ante, p. 475. Travis v. United States, p. 491. 


5. Violation of 18 U. S. C. § 1503—“Endeavor” rather than “at- 
tempt.”—Since this statute makes an offense of any proscribed 
“endeavor,” a term not burdened with the technicalities of the word 
“attempt,” the fact that the investigator-informer did not approach 
the venireman and did not intend to approach him does not negate a 
violation of § 1503. Osborn v. United States, p. 323. 


CUBA. See Criminal Law, 4; Passports. 


DAMAGES. See Constitutional Law, V, 3; Employer and 
Employee. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. See Criminal Law, 4; Passports. 


DEPORTATION. See also Immigration and Nationality Act. 

Administrative procedure—Burden of proof—Clear, unequivocal, 
and convincing evidence—No deportation order may be entered 
unless the Government proves by clear, unequivocal, and convincing 
evidence that the facts alleged as grounds for deportation are true. 
Woodby v. Immigration Service, p. 276. 


DISBARMENT. See Attorneys; Constitutional Law, VI, 1. 
DISCHARGED EMPLOYEES. Sce Employer and Employee. 
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DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS. See Attorneys; Constitutional 
Law, VI, 1. 
DISCRETION. See Supreme Court, 2. 


DISCRIMINATION. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 3; Juries; 
Procedure, 2. 


DISPOSITION OF TRUST LANDS. See New Mexico-Arizona: 
Enabling Act. 


DISQUALIFICATION. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 2; Juris- 
diction, 1. 

DISTRICT COURTS. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 1, 3; 
Judicial Review, 1; Jurisdiction, 2; Taxes, 1-2. 

DOMESTIC JUDGMENTS. See Judgments. 

DOUBLE JEOPARDY. See Constitutional Law, I. 

DRAMAS. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

DRUGS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 

DUE PROCESS. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, II; VI, 2; 
Criminal Law, 3; Evidence, 1; Procedure, 1, 3, 6; Trespass. 

DURESS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Evidence, 1; Proce- 
dure, 1, 6. 

EAVESDROPPING. See Evidence, 2; Trial. 

ELECTION DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4. 

ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 4; V, 2; Juris- 
diction, 1. 

ELECTRONIC EAVESDROPPING. See Constitutional Law, IV, 
3; Criminal Law, 2, 5. 

ELEVENTH AMENDMENT. See Jurisdiction, 2; Taxes, 1-2. 

EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEE. See also Anti-Kickback Act; 
Injunctions; Labor; National Labor Relations Board, 1-2; 
Railroad Adjustment Board. 

Suit for money damages for wrongful discharge—Railway Labor 
Act—Exhaustion of administrative remedies—Action by employee 
for damages against railroad for wrongful discharge in violation of 
collective bargaining agreement subject to the Act not barred by 
failure to pursue administrative remedies available under the Act at 
time of suit. Walker v. Southern R. Co., p. 196. 


EMPLOYMENT CONTRACT. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; 
: Pe A 
ENABLING ACTS. See New Mexico-Arizona Enabling Act. 
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ENDEAVORS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 3; Criminal Law, 2, 5. 


ENTRAPMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV, 3; Criminal Law, 
2, 5. 

EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional 
Law, III; Judgments; Juries; Procedure, 2. 

EVIDENCE. See also Attorneys; Confessions; Constitutional 
Law, VI, 2; Criminal Law, 2-5; Deportation; Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 1; Judicial Review, 2; Juries; Natu- 
ralization; Passports; Procedure, 1, 3, 6; Trespass; Trial. 

1. Admissibility—Threat of removal from office—Privilege against 
self-incrimination.—Threat of removal from public office under state 
forfeiture-of-office statute to induce petitioners to forgo the privilege 
against self-incrimination rendered the resulting statements involun- 
tary and inadmissible in the state criminal proceedings. Garrity v. 
New Jersey, p. 493. 

2. Monitored conversations between petitioner and counsel—Notes 
thereof available to government attorneys—New trial ordered — 
In view of Solicitor General’s report that notes of monitored con- 
versations between petitioner and his counsel were made available 
to government attorneys the case is remanded for a new trial to 
make certain that petitioner is accorded a trial free from any inad- 
missible evidence. Black v. United States, p. 26. 

EXCLUSIVE REMEDY. Sce Federal Prisoners. 

EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES. See Employer and Employee. 

FACILITIES. See Natural Gas Act. 

FALSE STATEMENTS. See Constitutional Law, V, 3; Judicial 
Review, 2; Naturalization. 

FEDERAL AGENTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 

FEDERAL INSTRUMENTALITY. See Jurisdiction, 2; Taxes, 
1-2. 

FEDERAL LAND GRANTS. See New Mexico-Arizona Enabling 
Act. 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. See-Natural Gas Act. 

FEDERAL PRISONERS. 

Compensation for injuries—Exzclusive remedy under 18 U. S. C. 
§ 4126—Federal Tort Claims Act—The compensation system pro- 
vided in § 4126 is the exclusive remedy for federal prisoners who are 


injured in prison employment, and an award thereunder bars recovery 
under the Federal Tort Claims Act. United States v. Demko, p. 149. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Jurisdiction, 2; National 
Bank Act; Taxes, 1-2. 
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FEDERAL TORT CLAIMS ACT. See Federal Prisoners. 
FEINBERG LAW. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1. 
FICTIONALIZATION. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

FIFTH AMENDMENT. Sce Attorneys; Constitutional Law, I; 
II, 4; IV, 1; VI, 2; VII, 2; Criminal Law, 3; Evidence, 1; 
Procedure, 5-6. 

FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdiction, 
1; Trespass. 

FLORIDA. See Constitutional Law, III, 4; Judgments; Trespass. 

FOREIGN JUDGMENTS. See Judgments. 

FOREIGN TRAVEL. Sce Criminal Law, 4; Passports. 

FORFEITURE-OF-OFFICE STATUTE. See Constitutional Law, 
VI, 2; Evidence, 1; Procedure, 6. 


FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. Sce Attorneys; Confessions; 
Constitutional Law, I-III; VII, 1; Evidence, 1; Judgments; 
Juries; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 1-3, 5-6; Trespass. 

FOURTH AMENDMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, IV; Criminal 
Law, 2-3, 5. 


FRAUD. See Immigration and Nationality Act. 


FREEDOM OF SPEECH, PRESS AND ASSEMBLY. See Con- 
stitutional Law, V; Jurisdiction, 1; Trespass. 


FULL FAITH AND CREDIT CLAUSE. See Judgments. 
GAMBLING. See Criminal Law, 1. 
GAS. See Natural Gas Act. 


GEORGIA. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, III, 1, 3; V, 2; 
Judgments; Juries; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 1-2. 


GOVERNMENT AGENTS. See Constitutional ‘Law, IV, 2. 
GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. See Anti-Kickback Act. 


GOVERNMENT INFORMERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; 
IV, 1, 3; VII, 2; Criminal Law, 2-3, 5. 


GOVERNOR. See Constitutional Law, III, 1. 


GRAND JURIES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; IV, 3; Crim- 
inal Law, 2, 5; Juries; Procedure, 2. 


GRANTS. See New Mexico-Arizona Enabling Act. 


GRIEVANCE PROCEDURES. See National Labor Relations 
Board, 1-2. 
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HABEAS CORPUS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


HABITUAL-CRIMINAL STATUTES. See Constitutional Law, 
II, 3; Procedure, 3. 

HIGHWAYS. See New Mexico-Arizona Enabling Act. 

HOME USED FOR BUSINESS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 

HORSE RACING. See Criminal Law, 1. 

HOSTAGES. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT. See also Criminal 
Law, 4; Deportation; Judicial Review, 2; Naturalization; 
Passports. 

Deportation of aliens—Misrepresentation of status—Quota restric- 
tions—Section 241 (f) of the Act, which exempts from deportation 
an alien who obtained a visa and entry to this country by fraud and 
misrepresentation where the alien is the spouse, parent or child of 
an American citizen and was “otherwise admissible at the time of 
entry,” is construed to save from deportation such aliens who mis- 
represented their status to evade quota restrictions: Immigration 
Service v. Errico, p. 214. 

IMMUNITY. See Jurisdiction, 2; Taxes, 1-2. 

IMPARTIAL JURY. Sce Constitutional Law, VII, 1. 

INDIANA. See Constitutional Law, I. 

INDICTMENTS. See Criminal Law, 1. 

INDIGENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 2. 

INDISPENSABLE PARTY. See Railroad Adjustment Board. 

INFORMERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; IV, 1, 3; VII, 2; 
Criminal Law, 2-3, 5. 

INFRINGEMENTS. See Procedure, 4. 

INJUNCTIONS. See also Jurisdiction, 2; Labor; Procedure, 4; 
Taxes, 1-2. 

Labor—Refusai to bargain—New contract—Court of Appeals’ 
reversal of District Court’s temporary injunction restraining employer 
from refusing to meet with union’s designated representatives is set 
aside so that District Court can determine the effect of a new con- 
tract upon the appropriateness of injunctive relief, the proper stand- 
ard for such relief under §10(j) of the National Labor Relations 
Act being immaterial if relief thereunder is now improper. McLeod 
v. General Electric, p. 533. 


INJURIES. Sce Federal Prisoners. 
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INTERLOCUTORY ORDERS. See Procedure, 4. 

INTERNATIONAL RATES. See Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 2. 

INTERSTATE CARRIAGE OF BETTING MATERIALS. See 
Criminal Law, 1. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See Natural Gas Act. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. See also Judicial 
Review, 1. 

1. Hearings—Judicial review—Evidence—ICC’s action granting 
railroads’ applications to provide additional service to Port District 
was supported by substantial evidence on the record viewed as a 
whole, and it was not the District Court’s function to substitute its 
own conclusions for those which the ICC had fairly drawn from its 
findings. Illinois C. R. Co. v. Norfolk & W. R. Co., p. 57. 

2. Joint through international rate—Reparations proceeding— 
Payment by domestic carrier—Where domestic railroad enters into 
joint through international rate covering transportation to Canada, 
the Commission has jurisdiction in reparations proceeding to deter- 
mine reasonableness of joint rate and to order domestic carrier to 
pay reparations in entire amount by which rate is unreasonable. 
Canada Packers v. A., T. & S. F. R. Co., p. 182. 


3. Judicial review—Order of District Court—Railroad rates— 
District Court’s order setting aside on the merits ICC’s dismissal of 
complaint that railroad rates were preferential and ordering ICC to 
grant appellee relief held unduly limited ICC’s duty to reconsider 
the entire case. U. 8. v. Saskatchewan Minerals, p. 94. 


INVITEE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 

INVOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER. See Constitutional Law, I. 
IOWA. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 

JAILS. See Trespass. 

JOINT JUDGMENTS. See Bankruptcy; Mootness. 

JOINT RATES. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 2. 
JUDGES. See Confessions; Procedure, 1. 

JUDGMENTS. See also Bankruptcy; Mootness. 

Statute of limitations—Foreign judgments—Revival of judg- 
ments.—Since Georgia courts have construed its five-year statute 
of limitations on foreign judgments to bar suit on foreign judgment 
only if it cannot be revived in the State where it was obtained, all 
appellant need do is return to Florida, revive his judgment, and 
come back to Georgia and file suit within five years. Watkins v. 
Conway, p. 188. 





INDEX. 1057 


JUDICIAL INQUIRY. Sce Attorneys; Constitutional Law, VI, 1. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW. See also Deportation; Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 1; National Labor Relations Board; Natural- 
ization. 

1. Interstate Commerce Commission—Hearings—It is not the 
District Court’s function to substitute its conclusions for those which 
the ICC had fairly drawn from its findings, and that court had no 
basis for concluding that due process required a new hearing on the 
issues when the ICC had fully considered appellants’ operations 
within the Port area as part of their overall plan. Illinois C. R. Co. 
v. Norfolk & W. R. Co., p. 57. 

2.. Supreme Court—Two-court rule—Findings of fact —There is no 
basis here for disregarding this Court’s policy that “it cannot under- 
take to review concurrent findings of fact by two courts below in the 
absence of a very obvious and exceptional showing of error.” 
Berenyi v. Immigration Director, p. 630. 


JURIES. See also Confessions; Constitutional Law, II, 4; III, 3; 
IV, 1, 3; VII, 1-2; Criminal Law, 2-3, 5; Procedure, 1-3. 
Equal protection of the laws—Selection of jurors—Discrimina- 


tion—Proof offered by petitioners, including use by Georgia of a 
system of jury selection which had been previously condemned, con- 


stituted a prima facie case of purposeful discrimination, which shifted 
the burden of proof to the State. Whitus v. Georgia, p. 545. 


JURISDICTION. See also Constitutional Law, V, 2; VI, 2; 
Employer and Employee; Evidence, 2; Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 2; National Labor Relations Board, 1-2; Natural 
Gas Act; Procedure, 6; Railroad Adjustment Board; Taxes, 
1-2. 

1. Supreme Court—Disqualification of state legislator—First 
Amendment.—The Supreme Court has jurisdiction to determine 
whether a disqualification for the office of state legislator under color 
of a proper constitutional standard violates the First Amendment. 
Bond v. Floyd, p. 116. 


2. Three-judge court—Enjoining state tar—Federal instrumental- 
ity —Three-judge court had jurisdiction to enjoin a state tax upon 
the Red Cross, an organization claiming immunity as a federal 
instrumentality. Dept. of Employment v. U. S., p. 355. 


KEY EMPLOYEES. See Anti-Kickback Act. 
KICKBACKS. See Anti-Kickback Act. 
KNOWLEDGE. See Bankruptcy; Mootness. 
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LABOR. See also Employer and Employee; Federal Prisoners; 
Injunctions; National Labor Relations Board, 1-2; Railroad 
Adjustment Board. 

Refusal to bargain—Injunction—New contract —Court of Appeals’ 
reversal of District Court’s temporary injunction restraining employer 
from refusing to meet with union’s designated representatives is set 
aside so that District Court can determine the effect of a new con- 
tract upon the appropriateness of injunctive relief. McLeod v. 
General Electric, p. 533. 

LAKE CALUMET HARBOR PORT. See Interstate Commerce 
Commission,"1; Judicial Review, 1. 

LAWYERS. See Attorneys; Constitutional Law, VI, 1; VII, 2; 
Criminal Law, 2-3, 5. 

LEASES. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 1; Judicial 
Review, 1. 


LEGISLATORS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; Jurisdiction, 1. 
LEGISLATURES. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 4. 

LOYALTY PROCEDURES. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1. 
MAGAZINES. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

MAJORITY VOTE. See Constitutional Law, III, 1. 
MALAPPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 4. 
MANSLAUGHTER. See Constitutional Law, I. 

MARIHUANA. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 

MATERIAL SITES. See New Mexico-Arizona Enabling Act. 


MEANINGFUL ASSOCIATION. See Judicial Review, 2; Natu- 
ralization. 


MISREPRESENTATION. See Immigration and Nationality Act. 
MONITORING. See Evidence, 2; Trial. 


MOOTNESS. See also Bankruptcy; Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; 
V, 1; Injunctions; Labor. 

Joint judgment—Payment by one party—Suit for contribution — 
Payment by payee of check of a joint judgment against payee and 
the bank does not moot the case since the payee can still sue the 
petitioner bank for contribution. Bank of Marin v. England, p. 99. 
MOTIONS. See Procedure, 4. 

MURDER. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Juries; Procedure, 2. 


NARCOTICS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 
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NATIONAL BANK ACT. 

Branch banks—Competitive equality between national and state 
banks.—The provisions of the Act, 12 U.S. C. § 36 (c), place national 
and state banks on a basis of “competitive equality” as far as branch 
banking is concerned, and national banks may establish branches 
only in accordance with all requirements and conditions applicable 
to state banks by state law. First Nat. Bank v. Walker Bank, 


p. 252. 
NATIONAL EMERGENCY. See Criminal Law, 4; Passports. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD. See also Injunc- 
tions; Labor. 

1. Arbitration—Collective bargaining agreement—Unfair labor 
practice—The compulsory arbitration provision in the collective 
bargaining agreement did not preclude the NLRB from finding that 
the employer committed an unfair labor practice by refusing to fur- 
nish the union with information necessary to the proper performance 
of its representative duties. NLRB v. Acme Industrial Co., p. 432. 

2. Collective bargaining agreement—Premium pay plan—Unfair 
labor practice—NLRB was not without jurisdiction to adjudicate 
an unfair labor practice charge merely because its decision required 
the interpretation of a provision of the collective bargaining agree- 
ment relied on as a defense by the employer. NLRB v. C & C 
Plywood Corp., p. 421. 


NATIONAL QUOTAS. See Immigration and Nationality Act. 


NATURAL GAS ACT. 

Jurisdiction of FPC—Abandonment of facilities—Approval by 
FPC .—Petitioner’s refusal to continue receiving natural gas for trans- 
portation in interstate commerce constituted an abandonment of 
“facilities” and “service” which, under §7 (b) of the Act, required 
FPC approval. United Gas Pipe Line v. FPC, p. 83. 


NATURALIZATION. See also Judicial Review, 2. 

Petition for naturalization—Burden of proof—lIn naturalization 
proceedings, as distinguished from deportation or denaturalization 
cases where the Government must prove its case by clear, unequivo- 
cal, and convincing evidence, the burden is on the alien to show his 
eligibility in every respect. Berenyi v. Immigration Director, p. 
630. 
NEGROES. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; V, 2; Juries; Juris- 

diction, 1; Procedure, 2. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE SWEEPSTAKES. See Criminal Law, 1. 
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NEW JERSEY. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Evidence, 1; 
Procedure, 6. 


NEW MEXICO-ARIZONA ENABLING ACT. 

Disposition of trust lands—State highway use—Consistent with 
the essential purposes of the Act, the restrictions on the manner of 
disposition of trust lands are not applicable to acquisitions by the 
State for its highway program, but the State must compensate the 
trust in money for the full appraised value of any material sites or 
rights of way it obtains over the trust lands. Lassen v. Arizona 
Highway Dept., p. 458. 


NEWSWORTHY ITEMS. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 
NEW TRIAL. See Evidence, 2; Trial. 


NEW YORK. See Attorneys; Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 
‘ &;..¥4, 1. 


NON-COMMUNIST CERTIFICATE. See Constitutional Law, II, 
1-2; V, 1. 


NOTICE. See Bankruptcy; Mootness. 


OATHS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1-2; Judicial Re- 
view, 2; Jurisdiction, 1; Naturalization. 


OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, [. 

OHIO. See Procedure, 5. 

OVERBREADTH. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1. 
OVERLAPPING OFFENSES. See Constitutional Law, I. 
PARTIES. See Railroad Adjustment Board. 


PASSPORTS. See also Criminal Law, 4. 


Area restrictions—Travel to Cuba—Validity of passports—Area 
restrictions upon the use of an otherwise valid passport are not 
criminally enforceable under §215(b) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act of 1952. United States v. Laub, p. 475; Travis v. 
United States, p. 491. 


PERIODICALS. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 
PERSONAL INJURIES. See Federal Prisoners. 


PETITION FOR NATURALIZATION. See Judicial Review, 2; 
Naturalization. 


PETIT JURIES. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; III, 3; VII, 1; 
Juries; Procedure, 1-3. 


PHOTOGRAPHS. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 
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PLAYS. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 

POLICE OFFICERS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Evidence, 
1; Procedure, 6. 

POOR PERSONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 

POPULATION VARIANCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 4. 

PORT DISTRICTS. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 1; 
Judicial Review, 1. 

POST-CONVICTION PROCEEDINGS. See Constitutional Law, 
ji 

POVERTY. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 

PREFERENTIAL RATES. See Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 3. 

PREMIUM PAY PLAN. See National Labor Relations Board, 2. 

PRETRIAL PROCEDURE. See Procedure, 4. 

PRICE INCREASES. See Natural Gas Act. 

PRIME CONTRACTORS. See Anti-Kickback Act. 

PRIOR CONVICTIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Pro- 
cedure, 3. 

PRISON EMPLOYMENT. See Federal Prisoners. 

PRISONERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2; Federal Prisoners. 

PRISONS. See Trespass. 

PRIVACY. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2; V, 3. 

PRIVILEGE. See Attorneys; Constitutional Law, VI; Evidence, 
1-2; Procedure, 5-6; Trial. 


PROCEDURE. See also Constitutional Law, I; II, 3; III, 2-3; 
VI, 1-2; Deportation; Employer and Employee; Evidence, 
1-2; Injunctions; Interstate Commerce Commission, 3; Judi- 
cial Review, 1-2; Juries; Labor; Naturalization; Railroad 
Adjustment Board; Supreme Court, 2; Trial. 

1. Criminal law—Confessions—Finding of voluntariness by trial 
judge—tThe trial judge need not make formal findings of fact or 
write an opinion, but it must clearly appear from the record that he 
made a primary finding of voluntariness before the confession was 
introduced into evidence before the jury. Sims v. Georgia, p. 538. 

2. Criminal law—Discrimination in jury selection—Retrial—Per- 
sons whose state court convictions are set aside for jury discrimina- 
tion may be retried by the State under procedures which conform 
to constitutional requirements. Whitus v. Georgia, p. 545. 
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PROCEDURE—Continued. 

3. Criminal law—Recidivist statutes—Due process—Texas’ use of 
prior convictions in the petitioners’ current criminal trials did not 
offend the provisions of the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth 
Amendment. Spencer v. Texas, p. 554. 

4. Denial of motion for summary judgment granting a permanent 
injunction—Not “interlocutory”—Not appealable under 28 U.S. C. 
§ 1292 (a)(1)—Since denial of motion for summary judgment 
granting permanent injunction related only to pretrial procedures 
and not to the merits, it was not “interlocutory” and therefore not 
appealable under §1292(a)(1). Switzerland Assn. v. Horne’s 
Market, p. 23. 

5. Self-incrimination Clause—Comment on failure to testify— 
Failure to object at trial—Petitioner’s failure to object at trial and 
during appeal in state courts to prosecutor’s comment on his failure 
to testify in criminal trial which resulted in his conviction, review 
of which was being sought in this Court when Griffin v. California 
was decided, held not to foreclose petitioner’s right to attack as 
unconstitutional the practice of making such comment following 
its invalidation in Griffin. O’Connor v. Ohio, p. 92. 

6. Supreme Court—Jurisdiction issue postponed—Appeal dismissed 
and certiorari granted—New Jersey’s forfeiture-of-office statute is 


too tangentially involved to satisfy the requirements of 28 U. S. C. 
§ 1257 (2); the appeal is dismissed, the papers are treated as a peti- 
tion for certiorari, and certiorari is granted. Garrity v. New Jersey, 
p. 493. 


PRODUCTION OF RECORDS. See Attorneys; Constitutional 
Law, VI, 1. 


PROOF. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; Criminal Law, 4; 
Judicial Review, 2; Juries; Naturalization; Passports; Pro- 
cedure, 2. 

PROSECUTORS. See Procedure, 5. 


PYBLIC EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Evidence, 
1; Procedure, 6. 


PUBLICITY. See Constitutional Law, V, 3. 
PUBLIC LANDS. See New Mexico-Arizona Enabling Act. 
PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Procedure, 3. 


QUALIFICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; Jurisdic- 
tion, 1. 


QUOTA RESTRICTIONS. See Immigration and Nationality Act. 
RACING. See Criminal Law, 1. 
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RAILROAD ADJUSTMENT BOARD. 


Work-assignment dispute — Automation — Collective bargaining 
agreements—The Board must exercise its exclusive jurisdiction to 
settle entire work-assignment dispute between competing unions in 
one proceeding. Transportation Union v. U. P. R. Co., p. 157. 


RAILROAD RATES. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 2-3. 


RAILROADS. Sce Employer and Employee; Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 1-3; Judicial Review, 1; Railroad Adjustment 
Board. 


RAILWAY LABOR ACT. See Employer and Employee; Rail- 
road Adjustment Board. 


RATE INCREASES. See Natural Gas Act. 

RATES. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 2-3. 
REAPPORTIONMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 4. 
RECEIPTS. See Criminal Law, 1. 


RECIDIVIST STATUTES. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Pro- 
cedure, 3. 


RECKLESS HOMICIDE. Sce Constitutional Law, I. 
RECORDS. See Attorneys; Constitutional Law, VI, 1. 
RED CROSS. See Jurisdiction, 2; Taxes, 1-2. 
REFEREES. See Bankruptcy; Mootness. 


REFUSAL TO BARGAIN. See Injunctions; Labor; National 
Labor Relations Board, 1-2. 


REFUSAL TO TESTIFY. See Attorneys; Constitutional Law, 
VE 4. 


REMEDIES. See Employer and Employee; Federal Prisoners. 
REPARATIONS. Sce Interstate Commerce Commission, 2. 


REPRESENTATIVES. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 2; Jurisdic- 
tion, 1. 


REVIVAL OF JUDGMENTS. See Judgments. 

RIFLES. See Anti-Kickback Act. 

RIGHT OF PRIVACY. Sce Constitutional Law, V, 3. 
RIGHTS OF WAY. See New Mexico-Arizona Enabling Act. 


RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; IV, 1; 
VII, 2; Criminal Law, 3. 


RIGHT TO TRAVEL. See Criminal Law, 4; Passports. 
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RULES. See Supreme Court, 2. 


ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY. Sce Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 1; Judicial Review, 1. 


SALE OF TRUST LANDS. See New Mexico-Arizona Enabling 
Act. 

SALES. See Natural Gas Act. 

SEARCH AND SEIZURE. Sce Constitutional Law, IV; Crim- 
inal Law, 2-3, 5. 

SECRET INFORMERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; IV, 1, 3; 
VII, 2; Criminal Law, 2-3, 5. 

SEDITION. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1. 

SEGREGATION. See Trespass. 

SELECTIVE SERVICE LAWS. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; 
Jurisdiction, 1. 

SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Attorneys; Constitutional Law, II, 
4; IV, 1; VI; VII, 2; Criminal Law, 3; Evidence, 1-2; Pro- 
cedure, 5-6. 

SENTENCES. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Procedure, 3. 

SERVICE. See Natural Gas Act. 

SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VII; Criminal 
Law, 3. 

SOLICITOR GENERAL. See Evidence, 2; Trial. 

SPORTING EVENTS. See Criminal Law, 1. 

STATE BANKS. See National Bank Act. 

STATE DEPARTMENT. See Criminal Law, 4; Passports. 


STATE EMPLOYEES. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1; 
VI, 2; Evidence, 1; Procedure, 6. 

STATE HIGHWAYS. See New Mexico-Arizona Enabling Act. 

STATE LEGISLATURES. See Constitutional Law, V, 2; Juris- 
diction, 1. 

STATE UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK. Sce Constitutional Law, 
iH, 4-2; ¥;.4. 

STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. See Judgments. 

STIPULATIONS. See Criminal Law, 4; Passports. 

SUBCONTRACTS. See Anti-Kickback Act. 


SUBVERSIVE ORGANIZATIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 
1-2; V, 1. 
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SUITS. See Employer and Employee. 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT. See Procedure, 4. 


SUPREME COURT. See also Judicial Review, 2. 

1. Assignment of Mr. Justice Reed (retired) to the United States 
Court of Claims, p. 802. 

2. Rules—Delay in docketing appeal—Ezercise of discretion— 
Court’s exercise of discretion not warranted where 22-day delay 
beyond time fixed by its Rule 13 (1) for docketing appeals was 
inadequately accounted for. Pittsburgh Towing v. Barge Line, 
p. 32. 

SWEEPSTAKES. See Criminal Law, 1. 

TAFT-HARTLEY ACT. See Constitutional Law, II, 4; IV, 1; 
VII, 2; Criminai Law, 3. 

TAPE RECORDING. Sce Constitutional Law, IV, 3; Criminal 
Law, 2, 5. 

TAXES. See also Evidence, 2; Jurisdiction, 2; Trial. 

1. Immunity from state taxation—Red Cross—Federal instrumen- 
tality.—The Red Cross is clearly a federal instrumentality for pur- 
poses of immunity from state taxation on its operations and Congress 
has not waived its immunity. Dept. of Employment v. U. &., 
p. 355. 

2. Tax Injunction Act—Suit by United States—Eleventh Amend- 
ment.—The Act, which prohibits district courts from enjoining the 
collection of state taxes where a “plain, speedy and efficient” state- 
court remedy is available, does not restrict a suit by the United 
States to enjoin the unconstitutional imposition of state taxes; nor 
does the Eleventh Amendment bar the action. Dept. of Employment 
v. U.S., p. 355. 


TAX INJUNCTION ACT. See Jurisdiction, 2; Taxes, 1-2. 
TEACHERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1. 
TELEGRAPHERS. See Railroad Adjustment Board. 


TESTIMONY. See Attorneys; Constitutional Law, VI, 1-2; Judi- 
cial Review, 2; Naturalization. 


TEXAS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Procedure, 3. 
THREE-JUDGE COURTS. See Jurisdiction, 2; Taxes, 1-2. 
TIMELINESS OF APPEALS. See Supreme Court, 2. 
TORT CLAIMS ACT. Sce Federal Prisoners. 
TRADEMARKS. See Procedure, 4. 
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TRAFFIC TICKET ‘‘FIXING.’’ See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; 
Evidence, 1; Procedure, 6. 

TRANSCRIPTS. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 2. 

TRANSPORTATION. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 1-3; 
Judicial Review, 1; Railroad Adjustment Board. 

TRANSPORTATION OF BETTING MATERIALS. See Crim- 
inal Law, 1. 

TRAVEL. See Criminal Law, 4; Passports. 

TREASON. See Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1. 

TRESPASS. 

Demonstration on jail driveway—Evidence to support convic- 
tions —Florida trespass statute as applied here to demonstrators on 
jail premises is aimed at conduct of limited kind and is not uncon- 
stitutionally vague, and there was ample evidence to support their 


trespass convictions for remaining on jail grounds after being directed 
to leave by the sheriff. Adderley v. Florida, p. 39. 


TRIAL. See also Confessions; Constitutional Law, I; II, 3; ITI, 
3; Evidence, 2; Juries; Procedure, 2-3, 5. 

Monitored conversations between petitioner and counsel—Notes 

thereof available to government attorneys—New trial ordered — 


In view of Solicitor General’s report that notes of monitored con- 
versations between petitioner and his counsel were made available 
to government attorneys the case is remanded for a new trial to 
make certain that petitioner is accorded a trial free from any inad- 
missible evidence. Black v. United States, p. 26. 


TRIAL JUDGES. See Confessions; Procedure, 1. 
TRUSTEES. See Bankruptcy; Mootness. 

TRUST LANDS. See New Mexico-Arizona Enabling Act. 
UNDERCOVER AGENTS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 


UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION TAX. See Jurisdiction, 2; 
Taxes, 1-2. 

UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. Sce Injunctions; Labor; Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board, 1-2. 

UNION REPRESENTATIVES. See Injunctions; Labor. 

UNIONS. See Injunctions; Labor; National Labor Relations 
Board, 1-2; Railroad Adjustment Board. 


UNIVERSITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK. Sce Consti- 
tutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1. 
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USE. See Criminal Law, 1. 

VAGUENESS. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 1-2; V, 1; Trespass. 
VALIDITY OF PASSPORTS. See Criminal Law, 4; Passports. 
VISAS. See Immigration and Nationality Act. 


VOLUNTARINESS. Sce Confessions; Constitutional Law, VI, 2; 
Evidence, 1; Procedure, 1, 6. 


VOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. See Bankruptcy; Mootness. 
VOTERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4. 

VOTING. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 1. 

WAGERING. See Criminal Law, 1. 


WAIVERS. See Constitutional Law, VI, 2; Evidence, 1; National 
Labor Relations Board, 1; Procedure, 6. 


WITNESSES. Sce Constitutional Law, War, 1. 


WORDS. 

1. “Endeavors.”-—-18 U. 8. C. § 1503. Osborn v. United States, 
p. 323. 

2. “Use.”—18 U.S. C. § 1953. United States v. Fabrizio, p. 263. 


WORK ASSIGNMENT. See Railroad Adjustment Board. 


U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1967 O - 233-653 
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ABATEMENT. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 6. 

ACCIDENTS. See Interpleader; Jurisdiction, 2. 

ACORUAL OF CAUSE OF ACTION. See Government Contracts. 

ACTIONS. See Government Contracts; Interpleader; Jurisdic- 
tion, 2. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See Bank Merger Act of 
1966; Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Federal Trade Com- 
mission; Government Contracts; Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; Judicial Review, 1-2; Procedure; Railroad Mergers, 
3; Taxes, 2. 


ADMIRALTY. 

1. Death of longshoreman—Unseaworthiness of the ship—Long- 
shoreman employed on a ship, whether by an independent steve- 
doring company or by the shipowner, can recover for the unsea- 
worthiness of the ship, and the judgment is reversed and remanded 


to the Louisiana courts, which have broad jurisdiction of such 
admiralty cases. Jackson v. Lykes Steamship Co., p. 731. 

2. Unseaworthiness—Crew members—Presentation to the jury.— 
Seaman injured on respondent’s ship, who contended that vessel 
was unseaworthy because too few crewmen were assigned to perform 
a specific task in a safe and prudent manner, held entitled to present 
his theory of unseaworthiness to the jury. Waldron v. Moore- 
McCormack Lines, p. 724. 


ADVERTISING. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 


ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN. See Trading with the Enemy 
Act. 

AMENDMENTS. See Federal Trade Commission. 

ANTITRUST ACTS. See also Bank Merger Act of 1966; Divesti- 
ture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Intervention; Judicial 
Review, 1; Procedure, 3; Robinson-Patman Act; Settlements. 

1. Clayton Act—Anticompetitive effects—Oligopolistic industry — 

The Procter & Gamble-Clorox merger may have anticompetitive 

effects, since in the oligopolistic household liquid bleach industry the 

substitution of the powerful Procter for the smaller but dominant 

Clorox may substantially reduce the competitive structure of the 
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ANTITRUST ACTS—Continued. 
industry by dissuading smaller firms from competing aggressively, 
may tend to raise barriers to new entrants who would be reluctant 
to face the huge Procter, and would eliminate Procter, which the 
FTC found the most likely entrant, as a potential competitor. FTC 
v. Procter & Gamble Co., p. 568. 

2. Clayton Act— Product -extension merger — Conglomerate 
merger—Any merger, whether it is horizontal, vertical, conglom- 
erate, or, as in this case, a “product-extension merger,” must be 
tested by the standard of §7 of the Clayton Act, that is, whether 
it may substantially lessen competition, which requires a prediction 
of the merger’s impact on present and future competition. FTC v. 
Procter & Gamble Co., p. 568. 


APARTMENTS. See Public Housing. 


APPEALS. See also Constitutional Law, II, 2; III, 1, 3; Di- 
vestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Intervention; 
Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 1, 4; Rules; Settlements. 

1. Certificate of probable cause—Appeal by state prisoner.— 
When federal district judge grants certificate of probable cause 
necessary to allow a state prisoner to appeal a denial of a writ of 
habeas corpus, the court of appeals must allow an indigent petitioner 
to appeal in forma pauperis and dispose of the case in accordance 
with its ordinary procedure. Nowakowski v. Maroney, p. 542. 

2. Review under Iowa’s “clerk’s transcript” procedure—Effective 
appellate review—Indigent petitioner, who was entitled to the 
assistance of appointed counsel acting in the role of an advocate, 
was precluded by his attorney’s bare election to use Iowa’s “clerk’s 
transcript” procedure from obtaining complete and effective appellate 
review of his conviction. Entsminger v. Iowa, p. 748. 
APPORTIONMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 2. 
ARBITRATION. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2. 
ARMED FORCES. Sce Taxes, 1. 

ARRESTS. See also Constitutional Law, IV; Informers; Judges; 
Police Officers. 

1. Consent to arrest—Ezercise of civil rights —Petitioners did not 
consent to their arrest by deliberately exercising their right to use 
segregated waiting room in a peaceful manner with the anticipation 
that they would be illegally arrested. Pierson v. Ray, p. 547. 

2. Probable cause—Search and seizure—Informers—Upon the 
basis of information supplied by an informer, who had frequently 
furnished accurate reports on narcotics activities, the police officers 
had probable cause to make the arrest and the search incidental 
thereto. McCray v. Illinois, p. 300. 
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ASBESTOS FITTINGS. See National Labor Relations Act, 2. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL. See Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure; Intervention; Settlements; Trading with the 
Enemy Act. 


ATTORNEYS. See Appeals, 2; Constitutional Law, II, 2; III, 


e 


1,3 
ATTORNEY’S FEES. See Trademarks. 
AUTOMOBILES. See Constitutional Law, IV. 


AUTOMOTIVE ACCIDENTS. See Interpleader, 1-2; Jurisdic- 
tion, 2. 


BAKERIES. See Robinson-Patman Act. 


BANK MERGER ACT OF 1966. See also Judicial Review, 1; 
Procedure, 3. 


Burden of proof—Community convenience and need.—Defendant 
banks in an action to prevent their mergers as being anticompeti- 
tive have the burden of proving that they come within the exception 
in the Act which allows a merger where its adverse effects are out- 
weighed by considerations of community convenience and need. 
United States v. First City Nat. Bank, p. 361. 


BANERUPTOY ACT. See Trading with the Enemy Act. 


BANKS. See Bank Merger Act of 1966; Judicial Review, 1; 
Procedure, 3. 


BLEACH. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 

BLOODSTAINS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 

BOARD OF CONTRACT APPEALS. Sce Government Contracts. 
BONDHOLDERS. See Judicial Review, 2; Railroad Mergers, 2. 
BOYCOTTS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-3. 


BREACH OF OCONTRAOT. See Damages; Government Con- 
tracts; Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2. 


BREACH OF THE PEACE. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Pciice 
Officers. 


BURDEN OF PROOF. See Bank Merger Act of 1966; Judicial 
Review, 1; Procedure, 3. 


BUS TERMINALS. Sce Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 


CALIFORNIA. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; IV; VI; Divesti- 
ture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Intervention; 
Jurisdiction, 4; Procedure, 1; Settlements. 


CANTEEN COVERS. See Government Contracts. 
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CAPITAL STOCK. See Railroad Mergers, 1; Stockholders. 
CARPENTERS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1, 3. 


CARRIERS. Sce Interstate Commerce; Interstate Commerce 
Commission; Procedure, 5; Railroad Mergers, 1-3. 


CATALOGUE ORDERS. Sce Constitutional Law, I; Taxes, 3. 
CAUSE OF ACTION. Sce Government Contracts. 
CEASE-AND-DESIST ORDERS. See Federal Trade Commission. 
CERTIFICATE OF PROBABLE CAUSE. See Appeals, 1. 
CERTIORARI. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules. 
CHEMICAL ANALYSIS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 
CHICAGO. See Interstate Commerce; Procedure, 5. 
CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 
CIVIL RIGHTS. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 


CLAIMS. See Government Contracts; Interpleader, 1-2; Juris- 
diction, 2; Trading with the Enemy Act. 


CLASS VOTING. See Railroad Mergers; Stockholders, 1. 


CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Bank Merger Act of 
1966; Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Federal 
Trade Commission; Intervention; Judicial Review, 1; Pro- 
cedure, 3; Robinson-Patman Act; Settlements. 


CLERGYMEN. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 
‘‘CLERK’S TRANSCRIPTS.’’ See Appeals, 2. 
CLOROX. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 


COLLECTIVE BARGAINING AGREEMENTS. See Damages; 
Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-3. 


COLLECTIVE VOTING. See Railroad Mergers, 1; Stockholders. 
COLORADO. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Procedure, 7. 
COLOR OF LAW. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 
COMMERCE CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, I; Taxes, 3. 


COMMITMENT PROCEEDINGS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; 
Procedure, 7. 


COMMON CARRIERS. Sce Constitutional Law, I; Judicial Re- 
view, 2; Railroad Mergers, 1-3; Taxes, 2. 


COMMON LAW. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 
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COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Bank Merger Act of 
1966; Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; Intervention; Judicial Review, 
1; Procedure, 3; Railroad Mergers, 3; Robinson-Patman Act; 
Settlements. 


COMPLAINING WITNESS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evi- 
dence; Procedure, 2. 


COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. See Bank Merger Act 
of 1966; Judicial Review, 1; Procedure, 3. 


CONFESSIONS. 


Voluntariness—Totality of circumstances—Due process—On the 
“totality of the circumstances” in this Texas murder case the con- 
fession cannot be held to have been voluntary and its use as evidence 
against petitioner deprived him of due process. Clewis v. Texas, 
p. 707. 


CONGLOMERATE MERGERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 


CONSENT. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 


CONSOLIDATED TAX RETURNS. See Federal Power Com- 
mission, 1-2; Taxes, 2. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Appeals, 2; Arrests, 1; 


Confessions; Evidence; Informers; Interstate Commerce; 
Jurisdiction, 1, 4; Obscene Publications; Procedure, 1, 4, 6-7; 
Rules; Taxes, 3. 


I. Commerce Clause. 


Mail-order houses—State use taxes—The Commerce Clause pro- 
hibits a State from imposing the duty of use tax collection and 
payment upon a seller whose only connection with customers in the 
State is by common carrier or by mail. Nat. Bellas Hess v. Dept. 
of Revenue, p. 753. 


II. Due Process. 


1. Knowing use of false evidence—Paint stains or bloodstains— 
The Fourteenth Amendment cannot tolerate a state criminal con- 
viction secured by the knowing use of false evidence. Miller v. 
Pate, p. 1. 


2. Sentencing procedure—Colorado’s sex offender procedure—The 
invocation of Colorado’s statute for sentencing of sex offenders, 
which entails the making of a new charge leading to criminal punish- 
ment, requires, under the Due Process Clause, that petitioner be 
present with counsel, have an opportunity to be heard, be confronted 
with witnesses against him, have the right to cross-examine and to 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


offer evidence of his own, and that there be findings adequate to 
make meaningful any appeal that is allowed. Specht v. Patterson, 
p. 605. 


3. State prosecutor's duty of disclosure—Rape trial—The judg- 
ment of the Maryland Court of Appeals, reversing the Mont- 
gomery County Circuit Court’s order for a new trial, is vacated 
and the case is remanded for further proceedings. Giles v. Mary- 
land, p. 66. 


III. Equal Protection of the Laws. 


1. Indigent prisoners—Appellate counsel—Assistance of appellate 
counsel is an advantage which may not be denied to a criminal 
defendant solely because of indigency, on the only appeal which the 
State affords him as a matter of right; and when a defendant whose 
indigency and desire to appeal are manifest does not have the services 
of his trial counsel on appeal, knowing waiver cannot be inferred 
from his failure specifically to request appointment of appellate 
counsel. Swenson v. Bosler, p. 258. 


2. Reapportionment of Texas Legislature—Population variances.— 
Population variances of the size evident here invoke the rule of 
Swann v. Adams, 385 U. 8. 440, and the case is remanded to deter- 
mine whether the state policy necessitates the range of deviations 
evident here. Kilgarlin v. Hill, p. 120. 


3. Right to counsel on appeal—Active advocacy——Failure to grant 
indigent petitioner seeking initial review of his conviction the services 
of an advocate, as contrasted with an amicus curiae, which would 
have been available to an appellant with financial means, violated 
petitioner’s rights to fair procedure and equality under the Four- 
teenth Amendment. Anders v. California, p. 738. 


IV. Fourth Amendment. 


Narcotics violation—Search of automobile—In this case the police 
did not violate the Fourth Amendment by making a search, closely 
related to the reason petitioner was arrested, of a car which they 
validly held for use as evidence in a forfeiture proceeding. Cooper 
v. California, p. 58. 


V. Freedom of the Press. 


Obscene publications —These cases, involving the sale and distri- 
bution of allegedly obscene publications, can be and are decided 
on their common constitutional basis that the distribution of the 
publications is protected by the First and Fourteenth Amendments 
from governmental suppression. Redrup v. New York, p. 767. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
VI. Self-incrimination. 

Harmless-error rule—State trial—The Supreme Court has juris- 
diction to formulate a harmless-error rule that will protect a de- 
fendant’s federal right under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments 
to be free from state penalties for not testifying in his criminal trial. 
Chapman v. California, p. 18. 

VII. Sixth Amendment. . 

Speedy trial—State criminal procedure—By indefinitely post- 
poning the prosecution of a pending indictment, North Carolina’s 
criminal procedure permitting prosecutor to enter nolle prosequi 
“with leave,” clearly denied petitioner the right to a speedy trial 
guaranteed by the Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments. Klopfer v. 
North Carolina, p. 213. 


CONSTRUCTION WORKERS. Sce National Labor Relations 
Act, 2. 


CONTRACTORS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-3. 
CONTRACTS. See Government Contracts. 


CORPORATE CHARTERS. See Railroad Mergers, 1; Stock- 
holders. 


CORPORATIONS. See Railroad Mergers, 1; Stockholders. 
COST JUSTIFICATION. See Robinson-Patman Act. 


COST OF SERVICE. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; 
Taxes, 2. 


COUNSEL. Sce Appeals, 2; Constitutional Law, II, 2; III, 1, 3. 
COUNTY LINES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


COURTS. See Appeals, 1; Constitutional Law, VI-VII; Divesti- 
ture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Interpleader, 1-2; 
Intervention ; Jurisdiction, 1-3; Procedure, 4, 6-7; Settlements. 


COURTS OF APPEALS. See Appeals, 1; Federal Trade Com- 
mission; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules. 


CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. See Trading with the Enemy Act. 
CREW MEMBERS. See Admiralty, 2. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See Appeals, 1-2; Arrests, 1-2; Confessions; 
Constitutional Law, II; III, 1, 3; IV-VII; Evidence; In- 
formers; Jurisdiction, 4; Obscene Publications; Procedure, 
1-2, 6-7. 
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DAMAGES. See also Admiralty, 2; Arrests, 1; Interpleader, 1-2; 
Judges; Jurisdiction, 2-3; Labor, 1-2; Police Officers; 
Trademarks. 

Suit against union—Employer’s breach of contract—Apportion- 
ment of liability—-Where union was sued by an employee who 
alleged wrongful discharge by the employer and the union’s arbitrary 
refusal to take his grievance to arbitration, the claimed damages, 
which were primarily those resulting from the employer’s alleged 
breach of contract, should not have been all charged to the union, 
and if liability were found, it should have been apportioned between 
the employer and the union according to the damages caused by 
the fault of each. Vaca v. Sipes, p. 171. 


DECREES. See Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; 
Intervention; Settlements. 


DEDUCTIONS. See Taxes, 1. 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT. 
See Public Housing. 


DEPENDENTS. See Taxes, 1. 
DIRECTIVES. See Public Housing. 
DISCLOSURE. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evidence j Pro- 


cedure, 2. 
DISCLOSURE OF IDENTITY. See Arrests, 2; Informers. 


DISCRIMINATORY ALLOWANCES. Sce Federal Trade Com- 
mission. 


DISCRIMINATORY PRICING. See Robinson-Patman Act. 
DISPUTES CLAUSE. See Government Contracts. 
DISTRIBUTION OF ASSETS. See Trading with the Enemy Act. 
DIVERSITY JURISDICTION. See Interpleader; Jurisdiction, 2. 


DIVESTITURE. See also Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure; Intervention; Settlements. 

Guidelines for proposed. decree—In line with its three-year-old 
mandate for prompt divestiture, the Supreme Court sets forth guide- 
lines for a new decree concerning gas reserves, the terms of gas- 
acquisition contracts, the competitive position and financial viability 
of the New Company, and the severance of the illegal combination. 
Cascade Nat. Gas v. El Paso Nat. Gas, p-129. 


DOORS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1, 3. 
DRUGS. See Arrests, 2; Constitutional Law, IV; Informers. 
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DUE PROCESS. See Arrests, 2; Oonfessions; Constitutional 
Law, I-II; Evidence; Informers; Procedure, 2, 7; Taxes, 3. 


DUTY OF DISCLOSURE. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evi- 
dence; Procedure, 2. 


ELECTION DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 
ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; 
Labor, 1-2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-3. 


ENEMY PROPERTY. See Trading with the Enemy Act. 


ENFORCEMENT PROCEEDINGS. See Federal Trade Com- 
mission. 


EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Appeals, 2; Con- 
stitutional Law, III. 


EVICTION. See Public Housing. 


EVIDENCE. See also Arrests, 2; Confessions; Constitutional 
Law, II; IV; VI; Informers; Jurisdiction, 1, 4; Procedure, 2; 
Rules. 


Criminal law—Duty of disclosure—State rape trial-—The judg- 
ment of the Maryland Court of Appeals, reversing the Montgomery 
County Circuit Court’s order for a new trial, is vacated and the 


case is remanded for further proceedings. Giles v. Maryland, p. 66. 

EXCLUSIVE JURISDICTION. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; 
Labor, 1-2. 

EXPENSES. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Taxes, 2. 

FAILURE TO TESTIFY. See Constitutional Law, V; Jurisdic- 
tion, 4; Procedure, 1. 

FAIR REPRESENTATION. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; 
Labor, 1-2. 

FALSE ARREST. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 

FEDERAL COURTS. See Appeals, 1. 

FEDERALLY ASSISTED HOUSING. Sce Public Housing. 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. See also Taxes, 2. 

1. Allocation of tares—Consolidated tax returns—Regulated com- 
panies—The FPC formula, which allocates tax liability based upon 
consolidated returns among the group members which are regulated, 
regardless of whether they are regulated by it or by state or local 
authorities, is neither unjust, unreasonable nor a frustration of the 
tax laws. FPC v. United Gas Pipe Line Co., p. 237. 
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION—Continued. 

2. Jurisdiction—Determining rate base—Allocation of taxes—The 
jurisdiction of the FPC includes the determination of cost of service 
for ratemaking, and it has the power and the duty to limit cost of 
service to real expenses. FPC v. United Gas Pipe Line Co., p. 237. 


FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. See also Divesti- 
ture; Intervention; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules; 
Settlements. 

Former Rule 24 (a)(3)—Intervention of right—The category 
under old Rule 24 (a)(3) of “so situated” as to be “adversely 
affected” by disposition of property was not limited exclusively to 
those with an interest in property, and the State of California and 
Southern California Edison qualified as intervenors of right under 
that Rule. Cascade Nat. Gas v. El Paso Nat. Gas, p. 129. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Admiralty, 1; Constitu- 
tional Law, I; Damages; Federal Power Commission, 1-2; 
Interstate Commerce; Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2; Procedure; 
Railroad Mergers, 1; Stockholders; Taxes, 3. 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION. See also Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 


Clayton Act violations—Cease-and-desist orders—Enforcement 
proceedings—FTC orders under the Clayton Act entered before 


enactment of the Act of July 23, 1959, 73 Stat. 243 (Finality Act) 
remain enforceable under § 11 of the Clayton Act. FTC v. Jantzen, 
p. 228. 


FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI; Jurisdic- 
tion, 4; Procedure, 1. 


PINALITY ACT. See Federal Trade Commission. 


FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V; Obscene 
Publications. 


FLOTERIAL DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 
FORFEITURE. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
FORUM. See Interpleader, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 2. 


FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. Sce Appeals, 2; Arrests, 2; 
Confessions; Constitutional Law, II-III; V; VII; Evidence; 
Informers; Jurisdiction, 4; Obscene Publications; Procedure, 1. 


FOURTH AMENDMENT. Sce Arrests, 2; Constitutional Law, 
IV; Informers. 


FREEDOM OF THE PRESS. Sce Constitutional Law, V; Ob- 
scene Publications. 
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FROZEN PIES. See Robinson-Patman Act. 


GAS. See Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Inter- 
vention; Settlements. 

GOOD FAITH. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS. 

Disputes clause—Administrative action—Accrual of cause of 
action—When administrative proceedings with respect to a con- 
tractor’s claim subject to the disputes clause in a government con- 
tract extend beyond the completion of the contract, his right of 
action “first accrues” within the meaning of 28 U.S. C. § 2401 (a) 
when the administrative action is final, and not before. Crown Coat 
Front Co. v. U. S., p. 563. 


GREYHOUND BUS. See Interpleader, 1, 2; Jurisdiction, 2. 


GRIEVANCE PROCEDURES. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; 
Labor, 1-2. 


GUIDELINES. See Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Proce- 
dure; Intervention; Settlements. 


HABEAS CORPUS. See Appeals, 1. 


HARMLESS ERROR. See Constitutional Law, VI; Jurisdiction, 
4; Procedure, 1. 


HEARINGS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Procedure, 7; Public 
Housing. 


HOME. See Taxes, 1. 


‘*HOT CARGO’’ CLAUSE. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1, 3. 


HOUSEHOLD LIQUID BLEACH. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 
HOUSING. See Public Housing. 


HOUSTON. See Bank Merger Act of 1966; Judicial Review, 1; 
Procedure, 3. 


ILLINOIS. See Arrests, 2; Constitutional Law, I; II, 1; In- 
formers; Taxes, 3. 


IMMUNITY. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 
INCOME TAXES. See Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Taxes, 2. 


INDECENT LIBERTIES. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 2; Pro- 
cedure, 7. 


INDICTMENTS. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 6. 
INDIGENT PRISONERS. See Appeals, 1. 
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INDIGENTS. See Appeals, 1-2; Constitutional Law, III, 1, 3. 


INFORMERS. See also Arrests, 2. 

Disclosure of identity—Pretrial hearing—Probable cause —A state 
court is under no absolute duty to require disclosure of an informer’s 
identity at a pretrial hearing held to determine only the question 
of probable cause for an arrest or search, where, as here, there was 
ample evidence in an open and adversary proceeding that the in- 
former was known to the officers to be reliable and that they made 
the arrest in good faith on the information he supplied. McCray v. 
Illinois, p. 300. 

INFRINGEMENT. See Trademarks. 

INJUNCTIONS. See Interpleader, 1-2; Interstate Commerce 
Commission; Jurisdiction, 2; Railroad Mergers, 3. 

INJURIES. See Admiralty, 2. 

INJURY TO COMPETITION. See Robinson-Patman Act. 


INSURANCE COMPANIES. See Interpleader, 1-2; Jurisdic- 
tion, 2. 


INTEGRATION. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 
INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. See Taxes, 1. 


INTERPLEADER. See also Jurisdiction, 2. 


1. Insurance company—Adverse claimants——Interpleader is au- 
thorized by 28 U.S. C. § 1335 where adverse claimants “may claim” 
benefits, and petitioner insurance company need not wait until 
claimants against the insured have reduced their claims to judgment 
before seeking to invoke the benefits of the interpleader statute. 
State Farm Fire & Cas. Co. v. Tashire, p. 523. 

2. Prosecution of suits—Injunction—Scope of litigation—An in- 
junction against the prosecution of suits against the insurance 
company and the alleged tortfeasors outside the confines of the inter- 
pleader proceeding was not authorized by 28 U. S. C. § 2361, the 
scope of the litigation being vastly more extensive than the deposited 
proceeds of the insurance policy which constituted the “fund.” State 
Farm Fire & Cas. Co. v. Tashire, p. 523. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. See also Constitutional Law, I; 
Procedure, 5; Taxes, 3. 

Municipal ordinance—Burden on interstate commerce Chicago 
ordinance is invalid as reserving to the city the power which the 
Interstate Commerce Act gives to the railroads of determining who 
may transfer interstate passengers between railroad terminals and 
as imposing requirements the total effect of which is to burden inter- 
state commerce. Railroad Transfer Service v. Chicago, p. 351. 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT. Sce Railroad Mergers, 1; 
Stockholders. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. See also Judicial 
Review, 2; Railroad Mergers, 3. 

Railroad mergers—Protected railroads — Consummation of 
merger.—In light of its findings as to the necessity for interim pro- 
tection for the three small “protected railroads,” the ICC erred in 
withdrawing all of the protected conditions save the traffic ones and 
in permitting immediate consummation of the merger of the largest 
and third largest railroads in the Northeast without determining 
the ultimate fate of the three protected roads. Baltimore & O. R. 
Co. v. United States, p. 372. 


INTERSTATE PASSENGERS. See Interstate Commerce; Pro- 
cedure, 5. 


INTER-TERMINAL TRANSFER SERVICE. Sce Interstate 
Commerce; Procedure, 5. 


INTERVENTION. See also Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure; Settlements. 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure—Former Rule 24 (a) (3)—ZInter- 


vention of right—The category under old Rule 24 (a)(3) of “so 
situated” as to be “adversely affected” by disposition of property 
was not limited exclusively to those with an interest in property, 
and the State of California and Southern California Edison quali- 
fied as intervenors of right under that Rule. Cascade Nat. Gas v. 
El Paso Nat. Gas, p. 129. 


IOWA. See Appeals, 2. 

JAPANESE-AMERICANS. See Trading with the Enemy Act. 

JOB PRESERVATION. See National Labor Relations Act, 1-3. 

JUDGES. See also Appeals, 1; Arrests, 1; Constitutional Law, 
VI; Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Inter- 


vention; Jurisdiction, 4; Police Officers; Procedure, 1; 
Settlements. 


Immunity for judicial acts—Common-law immunity.—The settled 
common-law principle that a judge is immune from liability for 
damages for his judicial acts was not abolished by 42 U. 8S. C. 
§ 1983. Pierson v. Ray, p. 547. 

JUDGMENTS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules. 


JUDICIAL IMMUNITY. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 
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JUDICIAL REVIEW. See also Bank Merger Act of 1966; Gov- 
ernment Contracts; Procedure, 3; Railroad Mergers, 2. 

1, Bank Merger Act of 1966—De novo review.—Under the Act, 
which provides for de novo judicial review of the issues presented, 
the court shall make an independent determination of the legality 
of a bank merger and not merely review the banking agency’s action 
to determine whether it is supported by substantial evidence. United 
States v. First City Nat. Bank, p. 361. 

2. Railroad mergers—Challenge by bondholder—Further consid- 
eration by ICC.—Review by this Court of dismissal of complaint 
by New Haven railroad bondholder challenging ICC’s Penn-Central 
merger order held inappropriate pending outcome of ICC’s further 
consideration of that order, see Baltimore & Ohio R. Co. v. United 
States, ante, p. 372, and New Haven railroad inclusion proceedings. 
Oscar Gruss & Son v. United States, p. 776. 


JURIES. See Constitutional Law, VI; Jurisdiction, 4; Pro- 
cedure, 1. 


JURISDICTION. See also Constitutional Law, VI; Damages; 
Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Federal Trade Commission; 
Interpleader, 1-2; Labor, 1-2; Procedure, 1, 4; Rules. 

1, Appellate courts—Judgment n. o. v—Appellate courts are not 
barred by the Seventh Amendment’s right of jury trial from grant- 
ing a judgment n. o. v. and the statutory grant of appellate juris- 
diction to the courts of appeals is broad enough to include the power 
to direct entry of a judgment n. o. v. on appeal. Neely v. Eby 
Construction Co., p. 317. 

2. Diversity jurisdiction—Minimal diversity —The diversity pro- 
vision of 28 U. 8. C. § 1335 requires only “minimal diversity,” i. ¢., 
diversity of citizenship between two or more claimants without 
regard to the circumstances that other rival claimants may be co- 
citizens, and minimal diversity is permissible under Article III of 
the Constitution, State Farm Fire & Cas. Co. v. Tashire, p, 523. 

3. Pre-emption doctrine—Unfair labor practice—Jurisdiction of 
NLRB.—Although the NLRB has held that a union’s breach of 
the duty of fair representation is an unfair labor practice, it does 
not follow that the broad pre-emption doctrine of San Diego Build- 
ing Trades Council v. Garmon, 359 U. 8. 236, is applicable thereto. 
Vaca v. Sipes, p. 171. 

4. Supreme Court—Harmless-error rule—Denial of constitutional 
right —The Supreme Court has jurisdiction to formulate a harmless- 
error rule that will protect a defendant’s federal right under the 
Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to be free from state penalties 
for not testifying in his criminal trial. Chapman v. California, p. 18. 
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JURY TRIAL. Sce Admiralty, 2; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; 
Bules. 


LABOR. See also Damages; Jurisdiction, 2; National Labor Re- 
lations Act, 1-3. 

1. Union's duty of representation—Breach of duty—Federal law 
applies —Since the union’s duty, as exclusive agent, fairly to repre- 
sent all members of a designated unit is based on federal statutes, 
federal law governs the employee’s cause of action for breach of 
that duty. Vaca v. Sipes, p. 171. 

2. Umon’s duty of representation—Settling grievances—Arbitra- 
tion—A union breaches ite duty of fair representation when its 
conduct toward a member of the designated unit is arbitrary, dis- 
eriminatory or in bad faith, but it does not breach that duty merely 
because it settles a grievance short of arbitration. Vaca v. Sipes, 
p. 171. 


LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT. See Damages; 
Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2. 


LANDLORDS. See Public Housing. 
LANHAM AOT. See Trademarks. 


LAWYERS. See Appeals, 2; Constitutional Law, II, 2; III, 1, 3. 


LEASES. See Public Housing. 

LEGISLATURES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 

LIABILITY. See Arrests, 1; Interpleader, 1-2; Judges; Juris- 
diction, 2; Police Officers. 

LICENSE FEES. See Interstate Commerce; Procedure, 5. 

LIQUID BLEACH. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 

LONGSHOREMEN. See Admiralty, 1. 


LONGSHOREMEN’S AND HARBOR WORKERS’ COMPEN- 
SATION ACT. See Admiralty, 1. 


LOUISIANA. See Admiralty, 1. 

MAGAZINES. Sce Constitutional Law, V; Obscene Publications. 
MAIL-ORDER HOUSES. See Constitutional Law, I; Taxes, 3. 
MALAPPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


MANDATES. See Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; 
Intervention; Settlements. 


MARITIME INJURIES. See Admiralty, 2. 


MARYLAND. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evidence; Pro- 
cedure, 2. 
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MASS TORTS. See Interpleader, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 2. 
MEALS. See Taxes, 1. 


MEDICAL EXAMINATION. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; 
Labor, 1-2. 


MERGERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2; Bank Merger Act of 1966; 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; Intervention; Judicial Review, 1; Procedure, 3; 
Railroad Mergers, 1-3; Settlements; Stockholders. 


MILITARY PERSONNEL. See Taxes, 1. 
MINISTERS. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 
MISSISSIPPI. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 


MISSOURI. See Constitutional Law, III, 1; Railroad Mergers, 
1; Stockholders. 


MOTIONS. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 6. 
MOTOR CARRIERS. Sce Interstate Commerce; Procedure, 5. 


MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES. See Interstate Commerce; Pro- 
cedure, 5. 


MURDER. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, II, 1, 3; VI; 


Jurisdiction, 4; Procedure, 1-2. 
NARCOTICS. See Arrests, 2; Constitutional Law, IV; Informers. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. 

1. Collective bargaining agreements—W ork preservation—Primary 
and secondary objectives—Section 8 (b)(4)(B) of the Act was 
enacted, not to prohibit primary agreements and primary action 
directed to work preservation, but to prohibit “secondary” objec- 
tives, 7. e., the exertion of pressure on a neutral employer. Wood- 
work Manufacturers v. NLRB, p. 612. 

2. Primary and secondary activity—Employees of same em- 
ployer—Work preservation—Since collective activity by employees 
of the primary employer was involved, the purpose of which was to 
affect its labor policies, the conduct of members of one local union 
in support of their fellow employees, members of a different local 
at another of the employer’s plants, was not secondary and thus not 
violative of § 8 (b)(4)(B) of the Act. Houston Contractors Assn. 
v. NLRB, p. 664. 

3. Work preservation—Employer and employees—Section 8 (e) 
of the Act does not reach employees’ primary activity and does not 
prohibit agreements made to pressure their employer to preserve 
for themselves work traditionally done by them. Woodwork Manu- 
facturers v. NLRB, p. 612. 
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NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD. See Damages; Juris- 
diction, 3; Labor, 1-2. 


NATURAL GAS. See Divestiture; Federal Power Commission, 
1-2; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Intervention; Settle- 
ments; Taxes, 2. 


NEGLIGENCE. See Admiralty, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 
4; Rules. 


NEGROES. Sce Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 


NEW HAVEN RAILROAD. See Judicial Review, 2; Railroad 
Mergers, 2-3. 


NEW TRIAL. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules. 
NOLLE PROSEQUI. Sce Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 6. 
NORTH CAROLINA. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 6. 


OBSCENE PUBLICATIONS. See also Constitutional Law, V. 
Constitutional law—Freedom of the press—These cases, involving 
the sale and distribution of allegedly obscene publications, can be 
and are decided on their common constitutional basis that the dis- 
tribution of the publications is protected by the First and Four- 
teenth Amendments from governmental suppression. Redrup v. 


New York, p. 767. 
ORDERS. See Federal Trade Commission. 
PAINT STAINS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 


PARTIES. See Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; 
Intervention; Settlements. 


PAUPERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 3. 


PENNSYLVANIA-NEW YORK CENTRAL MERGER. See Ju- 
dicial Review, 2; Railroad Mergers, 2-3. 


PERMANENT DUTY POST. Sce Taxes, 1. 


PHILADELPHIA. See Bank Merger Act of 1966; Judicial 
Review, 1; Procedure, 3. 


PHYSICAL EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 
PIES. See Robinson-Patman Act. 


PIPELINES. See Divestiture; Federal Power Commission, 1-2; 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Intervention; Settlements; 
Taxes, 2. 


PLEADINGS. See Bank Merger Act of 1966; Judicial Review, 1; 
Procedure, 3. 
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POLICE OFFICERS. See also Arrerts, 1; Informers; Judges. 


False arrest—Good faith and probable cause—The defense of 
good faith and probable cause which is available to police officers 
in a common-law action for false arrest and imprisonment is also 
available in an action under 42 U. 8S. C. § 1983. Pierson v. Ray, 
p. 547. 


POLICE REPORTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evidence; 
Procedure, 2. 


POOR PERSONS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 3. 
POPULATION VARIANCES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


POST-CONVICTION PROCEDURE. See Constitutional Law, II, 
8; Evidence; Procedure, 2. 


POTENTIAL COMPETITOR. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 


POVERTY. See Constitutional Law, III, 1, 3. 
PREDATORY INTENT. See Robinson-Patman Act. 
PRE-EMPTION. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2. 


PREMACHINED DOORS. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1, 3. 


PREMATURITY. Sce Interstate Commerce; Procedure, 5. 
PRETRIAL HEARING. See Arrests, 2; Informers. 
PRICES. See Robinson-Patman Act. 


PRIMARY AND SECONDARY ACTIVITY. See National Labor 
Relations Act, 1-3. 


PRISONERS. See Appeals, 1. 
PRIVILEGE. See Arrests, 2; Informers. 


PROBABLE CAUSE. See Appeals, 1; Arrests, 2; Informers; 
Judges; Police Officers. 


PROCEDURE. See also Admiralty, 1-2; Appeals, 1-2; Bank 
Merger Act of 1966; Confessions; Constitutional Law, II, 
2-3; III, 1; VI-VII; Divestiture; Evidence; Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure; Interpleader, 1-2; Interstate Commerce; 
Intervention; Judicial Review, 1; Jurisdiction, 1-2, 4; Public 
Housing; Rules; Settlements. 

1. Criminal law—Harmiess-error rule—Before a constitutional 
error can be held to be harmless the court must be able to declare 
its belief that it was harmless beyond a reasonable doubt. Chapman 
v. California, p. 18. 
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PROCEDURE—Continued. 

2. Criminal law—State prosecutors duty of disclosure—Rape 
trial—The judgment of the Maryland Court of Appeals, reversing 
the Montgomery County Circuit Court’s order for a new trial, is 
vacated and the case is remanded for further proceedings. Giles v. 
Maryland, p. 66. 

3. Defect in pleading—Challenge to bank merger—Antitrust 
laws —Since an action challenging a bank merger lies under the 
antitrust laws, the Government’s failure to base its actions on the 
Bank Merger Act of 1966 does not constitute a defect in pleading. 
United States v. First City Nat. Bank, p. 361. 


4. New trial—Fed. Rule Civ. Proc. 50 (d)—Rehearing—Rule 
50 (d) provides a plaintiff-appellee with adequate opportunity to 
present his grounds for a new trial in the event his verdict is set 
aside on appeal, and, in addition, he may bring his grounds for a 
new trial to the trial court’s attention when the defendant first 
makes a motion for judgment n. o. v., or he may seek rehearing 
from the court of appeals after his judgment has been reversed. 
Neely v. Eby Construction Co., p. 317. 


5. Prematurity—Compliance with municipal ordinance —Peti- 
tioner’s action is not premature. Though it obtained licenses from 
Chicago to operate its inter-terminal transfer service, it has con- 
tinued to operate only by paying the license fees into court and 
the city has demanded that petitioner fully comply with the ordi- 
nance or be subjected to penalties. Railroad Transfer Service v. 
Chicago, p. 351. 


6. Speedy trial—Prosecution’s nolle prosequi motion.—By indefi- 
nitely postponing the prosecution of a pending indictment, North 
Carolina’s criminal procedure of permitting prosecutor to enter 
nolle prosequi “with leave,” clearly denied petitioner the right to a 
speedy trial guaranteed by the Sixth and Fourteenth Amendments. 
Klopfer v. North Carolina, p. 213. 


7. State courts—Colorado’s sentencing of sex offenders—Due 
process —The invocation of Colorado’s statute for sentencing of sex 
offenders, which entails the making of a new charge leading to 
criminal punishment, requires, under the Due Process Clause, that 
petitioner be present with counsel, have an opportunity to be heard, 
be confronted with witnesses against him, have the right to cross- 
examine and to offer evidence of his own, and that there be findings 
adequate to make meaningful any appeal that is allowed. Specht 
v. Patterson, p. 605. 


PRODUCT BOYCOTTS. See National Labor Relations Act, 1, 3. 
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PRODUCT-EXTENSION MERGERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 


PROSECUTORS. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 3; VI; Evidence; 
Jurisdiction, 4; Procedure, 1-2. 


PROTECTIVE CONDITIONS. See Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; Railroad Mergers, 3. 


PROXIMATE CAUSE. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules. 


PUBLICATIONS. See Constitutional Law, V; Obscene Publi- 
cations. 


PUBLIC HOUSING. 

Eviction of tenant—Procedure—Directive to local housing author- 
ities —Since this case, which involves a summary eviction of a tenant 
from a public housing project, would assume a different posture 
if the procedure in a directive to local housing authorities requiring 
that tenants be given reasons for eviction and an opportunity to 
reply or explain were followed, the judgment is vacated and the 
case remanded. Thorpe v. Housing Authority, p. 670. 


PUNISHMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Procedure, 7. 
RACIAL INTEGRATION. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 


RAILROAD MERGERS. See also Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; Judicial Review, 2; Stockholders. 

1. Application of state law—Class voting—lIn a proposed con- 
solidation of the Missouri Pacific with a subsidiary railroad, Missouri 
law applies and requires the application of the provisions of the 
MoPac’s corporate charter, which in turn requires a majority assent 
of the stockholders on a separate class-vote basis. Levin v. Missis- 
sippi River Corp., p. 162. 

2. Challenge by bondholder—Further consideration by ICC— 
Judicial review—Review by this Court of dismissal of complaint 
by New Haven railroad bondholder challenging ICC’s Penn-Central 
merger order held inappropriate pending outcome of ICC’s further 
consideration of that order, see Baltimore & Ohio R. Co. v. United 
States, ante, p. 372, and New Haven railroad inclusion proceedings. 
Oscar Gruss & Son v. United States, p. 776. 

3. Interstate Commerce Commission—Protected railroads—Con- 
summation of merger—In light of its findings as to the necessity 
for interim protection for the three small “protected railroads,” the 
ICC erred in withdrawing all of the protective conditions save the 
traffic ones and in permitting immediate consummation of the merger 
of the largest and third largest railroads in the Northeast without 
determining the ultimate fate of the three protected roads. Balti- 
more & O. R. Co. v. United States, p. 372. 
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RAILROADS. See Interstate Commerce; Procedure, 5. 

RAPE. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evidence; Procedure, 2. 

RATE BASE. Sce Federal Power Commission, 1-2; Taxes, 2. 

RATE OF EXCHANGE. See Trading with the Enemy Act. 

REAPPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 

RECORDS. See Appeals, 2. 

REGULATED COMPANIES. See Federal Power Commission, 
1-2; Taxes, 2. 

REHEARING. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules. 

REMEDIES. | See Trademarks. 

REPRESENTATION. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2. 

RESTRAINT OF TRADE. See Robinson-Patman Act. 

RETAIL SALES. See Constitutional Law, I; Taxes, 3. 

REVIEW. See Appeals, 2. 


RIGHT OF INTERVENTION. Sce Divestiture; Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure; Intervention; Settlements. 


RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Appeals, 2; Constitutional Law, II, 
2; II, 3. 
ROBINSON-PATMAN ACT. 

Price competition—Injury to competition—Predatory intent.— 
Section 2 (a) of the Clayton Act, as amended by the Robinson- 
Patman Act, does not forbid price competition but it does provide 
that sellers may not sell goods to different purchasers at different 
prices if the result may be to injure competition in either the sellers’ 
or the buyers’ market unless such discriminations are justified as 
permitted by the Act; and the existence of predatory intent bears 
on the likelihood of injury to competition. Utah Pie Co. v. Conti- 
nental Baking, p. 685. 


RULES. See also Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; 
Intervention; Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Settlements. 


New trial—Verdict set aside on appeal—Fed. Rule Civ. Proc. 
50 (d)—Rule 50(d) provides a plaintiff-appellee with adequate 
opportunity to present his grounds for a new trial in the event his 
verdict is set aside on appeal, and, in addition, he may bring his 
grounds for a new trial to the trial court’s attention when the de- 
fendant first makes a motion for judgment n. o. v., or he may seek 
rehearing from the court of appeals after his judgment has been 
reversed. Neely v. Eby Construction Co., p. 317. 
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SEAMEN. See Admiralty, 2. 


SEARCH AND SEIZURE. See Arrests, 2; Constitutional Law, 
IV; Informers. 


SECONDARY BOYCOTTS. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1-2. 

SEGREGATION. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 

SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, VI; Jurisdic- 
tion, 4; Procedure, 1. 

SENTENCING. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Procedure, 7. 


SETTLEMENTS. See also Divestiture; Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure; Intervention. 


Attorney General—Supreme Court’s mandate-——Though the At- 
torney General has the right to settle litigation, such “settlement” 
cannot circumscribe the execution of the Supreme Court’s mandate. 
Cascade Nat. Gas v. El Paso Nat. Gas, p. 129. 


SEVENTH AMENDMENT. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; 
Rules. 


SEX OFFENDERS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Procedure, 7. 
SHARES OF STOCK. See Railroad Mergers, 1; Stockholders. 
SHERMAN ACT. See Robinson-Patman Act. 

SHIPPING. See Admiralty, 1-2. 

SHORTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 


SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Appeals, 2; Arrests, 2; Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 3; VII; Informers; Procedure, 6. 


SPEEDY TRIAL. Sce Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 6. 
STATE LEGISLATURES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 
STATE PRISONERS. See Appeals, 1. 


STATE PROCEDURE. See Constitutional Law, VII; Pro- 
cedure, 6. 


STATE STATUTES. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 
STATE TAXES. See Constitutional Law, I; Taxes, 3. 


STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VII; 
Government Contracts; Procedure, 6; Trading with the Enemy 
Act. 


STATUTORY REMEDIES. See Trademarks. 


STAYS. See Bank Merger Act of 1966; Judicial Review, 1; 
Procedure, 3. 
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STEVEDORES. See Admiralty, 1. 


STOCKHOLDERS. See also Railroad Mergers, 1. 

Class voting—Proposed railroad merger—Application of state 
law—In a proposed consolidation of the Missouri Pacific with a 
subsidiary railroad, Missouri law applies and requires the applica- 
tion of the provisions of the MoPac’s corporate charter, which in 
turn requires a majority assent of the stockholders on a separate 
class-vote basis. Levin v. Mississippi River Corp., p. 162. 


SUITS. See Government Contracts; Interpleader, 1-2; Juris- 
diction, 2. 


SUPPRESSION OF EVIDENCE. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 3; 
Evidence; Procedure, 2. 


SUPREME COURT. See Constitutional Law, VI; Divestiture; 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Intervention; Jurisdiction, 
4; Procedure, 1; Settlements. 


TAXES. See also Constitutional Law, I; Federal Power Com- 
mission, 1-2. 

1. Deductions for traveling expenses—Military officers—Perma- 
nent duty post.—Expenditures for meals by military officer at 
permanent duty post to which his dependents were prohibited from 
accompanying him do not constitute deductible “traveling ex- 
penses . . . [incurred] while away from home” within the meaning 
of 26 U. 8. C. § 162 (a)(2). Commissioner v. Stidger, p. 287. 

2. Federal Power Commission—Consolidated tax returns—Alloca- 
tion of taxres-——The FPC formula, which allocates tax liability based 
upon consolidated tax returns among the group members which are 
regulated, regardless of whether they are regulated by it or by 
state or local authorities, is neither unjust, unreasonable nor a 
frustration of the tax laws. FPC v. United Gas Pipe Line Co., 
p. 237. 

3. State use taxes—Collection by mail-order houses—Commerce 
Clause—The Commerce Clause prohibits a State from imposing 
the duty of use tax collection and payment upon a seller whose only 
connection with customers in the State is by common carrier or by 
mail. Nat. Bellas Hess v. Dept. of Revenue, p. 753. 


TAXICAB COMPANIES. See Interstate Commerce; Procedure, 5. 
TENANTS. See Public Housing. 

TESTIMONIAL PRIVILEGE. See Arrests, 2; Informers. 
TEXAS. See Confessions; Constitutional Law, III, 2. 
TOLLING. See Trading with the Enemy Act. 
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TORT CLAIMS. See Interpleader, 1-2; Jurisdiction, 2. 


TRADEMARKS. 

Infringement—Lanham Act—Attorney’s fees—Attorney’s fees are 
not recoverable under the Lanham Act, as the meticulous statutory 
provisions set forth in §35 are exclusive of any other monetary 
remedies for violation of the trademark rights protected by the 
Act. Fleischmann Corp. v. Maier Brewing, p. 714. 


TRADING WITH THE ENEMY ACT. 

Distribution of vested assets—Creditors’ claims—Statute of lim- 
itations—Since the statutory scheme of § 34 of the Act, which was 
modeled on the Bankruptcy Act, was intended to provide a fair 
and equitable distribution of vested enemy assets to American citi- 
zens and residents, the limitations period was tolled during the 
pendency of a timely suit challenging the rate of exchange ruling 
by the Attorney General and petitioners’ right to bring their suit 
was not foreclosed. Honda v. Clark, p. 484. 


TRANSCRIPTS. See Appeals, 2. 


TRANSPORTATION. See Interstate Commerce; Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; Judicial Review, 2; Procedure, 5; Railroad 
Mergers, 1-3. 


TRAVELING EXPENSES. See Taxes, 1. 
TREBLE-DAMAGE SUITS. See Robinson-Pa*tman Act. 
TRESPASS. See Constitutional Law, VII; Procedure, 6. 


TRIAL. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; VI-VII; Evidence; Juris- 
diction, 1; Procedure, 1-2, 6; Rules. 


TUCKER ACT. See Government Contracts. 


UNCONSTITUTIONALITY. See Arrests, 1; Judges; Police 
Officers. 


UNDERWEAR. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 


UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; 
Labor, 1-2; National Labor Relations Act, 1-3. 


UNIONS. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; Labor, 1-2; National 
Labor Relations Act, 1-3. 


UNSEAWORTHINESS. See Admiralty, 1-2. 

USE TAXES. See Constitutional Law, I; Taxes, 3. 
VERDICTS. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules. 
VESTED PROPERTY. See Trading with the Enemy Act. 
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VOLUNTARINESS. Sce Confessions. 

VOTERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 

VOTING. See Railroad Mergers, 1; Stockholders. 

WAITING ROOM. Sce Arrests, 1; Judges; Police Officers. 
WAIVERS. See Constitutional Law, III, 1. 

WARRANTS. See Arrests, 2; Constitutional Law, IV; Informers. 


WITNESSES. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 3; Evidence; Pro- 
cedure, 2. 
WORDS. 


1. “After the right of action first accrues.” —28 U.S. C. § 2401 (a). 
Crown Coat Front Co. v. U. 8., p. 503. 
2. “Home.”—Internal Revenue Code of 1954, § 162 (a)(2), 26 
U. S. C. § 162 (a)(2). Commissioner v. Stidger, p. 287. 
WORK PRESERVATION. See National Labor Relations Act, 
1-3. 
WRONGFUL DEATH. See Jurisdiction, 1; Procedure, 4; Rules. 


WRONGFUL DISCHARGE. See Damages; Jurisdiction, 3; 
Labor, 1-2. 


WUNDERLICH ACT. See Government Contracts. 
YEN CERTIFICATES. See Trading with the Enemy Act. 
YOKOHAMA SPECIE BANK. See Trading with the Enemy Act. 
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ABUSE OF DISCRETION. Sce Federal Trade Commission; Ju- 
dicial Review, 1. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See also Federal Power 
Commission; Federal Trade Commission; Interstate Commerce 
Commission; Judicial Review, 1-4. 

1. Federal Power Commission — Hydroelectric projects — Public 
interest —Although the issue of federal development of water re- 
sources must, pursuant to §7(b) of the Federal Power Act, be 
evaluated by the FPC in connection with its consideration of the 
issuance of any license for a hydroelectric project, that issue has 
not been explored in the record herein; the determinative test is 
whether the project will be in the public interest, and that determi- 
nation can be made only after an exploration of all relevant issues. 
Udall v. FPC, p. 428. 

2. Interstate Commerce Commission—Deferring consideration of 
issues ——While the ICC did not exceed its discretion in deferring 
consideration for a limited time of the issue of corporate control, 
it did exceed its discretion in deferring consideration of anticompeti- 
tive issues. Denver & R. G. W. R. Co. v. U. S., p. 485. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT. See Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act; Judicial Review, 2-4. 


ADMINISTRATIVE SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, IV. 


ADMISSIONS. Sce Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; Juvenile 
Delinquents. 


ADVERTISEMENTS. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act; Judicial Review, 4. 


ALABAMA. See Jurisdiction, 1. 
ALIENS. See Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952. 


ANADROMOUS FISH ACT. See Administrative Procedure, 1; 
Federal Power Commission. 


ANNUITY CONTRACTS. See Securities Act of 1933, 1-2. 


ANTICOMPETITIVE ISSUES. See Administrative Procedure, 
2; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1. 
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ANTITRUST ACTS. See Administrative Procedure, 2; Federal 
Trade Commission; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1; Ju- 
dicial Review, 1. 


APPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; Jurisdic- 
tion, 1-2. 
AREA INSPECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1-2. 


ARIZONA. See Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; Juvenile 
Delinquents. 


ARMED ROBBERY. See Constitutional Law, V; VI, 2; Search 
and Seizure. 


ARREST. See Constitutional Law, V; VI, 2; Search and Seizure. 


ASSUMPTION OF INVESTMENT RISK. See Securities Act 
of 1933, 1-2. 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT. See Procedure, 2. 

BIMODAL SERVICE. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 4—5. 
BOROUGHS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Jurisdiction, 1. 
CALIFORNIA CONSTITUTION. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 


CASE OR CONTROVERSY. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cos- 
metic Act; Judicial Review, 3-4. 

CEASE-AND-DESIST ORDERS. See Federal Trade Commis- 
sion; Judicial Review, 1. 

CHILDREN. See Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; Juvenile 
Delinquents. 

CITIZENSHIP. See also Constitutional Law, III. 

Loss of citizenship—Voting in foreign election—Power of Con- 
gress—Congress has no power under the Constitution to divest a 
person of his United States citizenship absent his voluntary renuncia- 
tion thereof. Afroyim v. Rusk, p. 253. 

CITY COUNCILS. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Jurisdiction, 1. 
CLAIMS. See Venue. 
CLAYTON ACT. See Administrative Procedure, 2; Federal Trade 


Commission; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1; Judicial 
Review, 1. 


CLOTHING. See Constitutional Law, V; VI, 2; Search and 
Seizure. 


COLOR ADDITIVES. See Judicial Review, 2-3. 


COLUMBIA RIVER. Sce Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal 
Power Commission. 
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COMMERCIAL PREMISES. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 


COMMISSIONER OF FOOD AND DRUGS. See Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act; Judicial Review, 2-4. 


COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE. See Taxes, 1. 
COMMITTEE COUNSEL. Sce Legislative Immunity. 


COMMON CARRIERS. Sce Interstate Commerce Commission, 
2-5. 


COMPETITION. Sce Administrative Procedure, 2; Federal Trade 
Commission; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1; Judicial 
Review, 1. 


CONFESSIONS. See Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; Juvenile 
Delinquents. 


CONFRONTATION. See Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; 
Juvenile Delinquents. 


CONSENT. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1-2. 


CONSERVATION. Sce Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal 
Power Commission. 


CONSPIRACY. Sce Legislative Immunity. 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Citizenship; Jurisdiction, 1; 


’ 


Juvenile Delinquents; Legislative Immunity; Search and 
Seizure. 


I. Due Process. 


Juvenile courts—Adjudication of delinquency.—The requirements 
of due process are applicable to the adjudicatory stage of the juvenile 
process, including adequate and timely written notice to the child 
and his parents or guardian. In re Gault, p. 1. 


II. Equal Protection of the Laws. 


1. California Constitution—Encouragement of housing discrimina- 
tion—The California Supreme Court believes that Art. I, § 26, of 
the state constitution, which does not merely repeal existing law 
forbidding private racial discrimination but authorizes racial dis- 
crimination in housing and establishes the right to discriminate as 
a basic state policy, will significantly encourage and involve the State 
in private discriminations. No persuasive considerations indicating 
that the judgments herein should be overturned have been pre- 
sented, and they are affirmed. Reitman v. Mulkey, p. 369. 

2. Choosing county school boards—The functions of the appellee 
school board are essentially administrative and the elective-appointive 
system used to select its members is well within the State’s latitude, 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

as there is no constitutional reason why nonlegislative state or local 
officials may not be chosen otherwise than by election. Sailors v. 
Board of Education, p. 105. 

3. Election of councilmen—Residence of candidates——An otherwise 
nondiscriminatory plan is not invalid because it uses boroughs merely 
as the basis of residence for candidates, not for voting or representa- 
tion, since each councilman represents the city as a whole and not 
just the borough where he resides. Dusch v. Davis, p. 112. 

III. Fourteenth Amendment. 

Loss of citizenship—The Fourteenth Amendment’s provision that 
“All persons born or naturalized in the United States .. . are 
citizens of the United States . . .” completely controls the status of 
citizenship and prevents the cancellation of petitioner’s citizenship. 
Afroyim v. Rusk, p. 253. 

IV. Fourth Amendment. 

1. Searches of private dwellings—Housing inspectors —The Fourth 
Amendment bars prosecution of a person who has refused to per- 
mit a warrantless code-enforcement inspection of his personal resi- 
dence. In this nonemergency situation appellant had a right to 
insist that the municipal inspectors obtain a search warrant. Camara 


v. Municipal Court, p. 523. 

2. Unconsented searches of commercial premises—Warrants—A 
suitable warrant procedure is required by the Fourth Amendment 
to effect unconsented administrative entry and inspection of private 
commercial premises. See v. City of Seattle, p. 541. 


V. Search and Seizure. 


“Mere evidence.”—The distinction prohibiting seizure of items 
of only evidential value and allowing seizure of instrumentalities is 
no longer accepted as being required by the Fourth Amendment, as 
there is no rational distinction between a search for “mere evidence” 
and one for an “instrumentality” in terms of the privacy which is 
safeguarded by the Amendment, nor does the language of the Amend- 
ment itself make such a distinction. Warden v. Hayden, p. 294. 
VI. Self-incrimination. 

1. Juvenile court proceedings — Admissions.— The constitutional 
privilege against self-incrimination is applicable in the adjudicatory 
stage of juvenile proceedings and an admission by the juvenile may 
not be used against him in the absence of clear and unequivocal 
evidence that the admission was made with the knowledge that he 
was not obliged to speak and would not be penalized for remaining 
silent. In re Gault, p. 1. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 

2. Seizure of clothing items—Evidence——The items of clothing 
seized during a warrantless search in hot pursuit of an armed felon 
are not “testimonial” or “communicative” and their introduction 
into evidence did not compel respondent to become a witness against 
himself in violation of the Fifth Amendment. Warden v. Hayden, 
p. 294. 


VII. Sixth Amendment. 


1. Juvenile court proceedings—Confrontation and cross-examina- 
tion. — Absent a valid confession, a juvenile in the adjudicatory 
stage of juvenile court proceedings must be afforded the rights of 
confrontation and sworn testimony of witnesses available for cross- 
examination. In re Gault, p. 1. 

2. Juvenile court proceedings—Right to counsel—lIn the adjudi- 
catory stage of juvenile proceedings the child and his parents must 
be advised of their right to be represented by counsel and, if they 
are unable to afford counsel, that counsel will be appointed to repre- 
sent the child. In re Gault, p. 1. 


CONTRACTS. See Securities Act of 1933, 1-2. 


CORPORATE CONTROL. See Administrative Procedure, 2; 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1. 


COSMETICS. See Judicial Review, 2-4. 
COST OF SERVICE. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 2-3. 


COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; Juvenile 
Delinquents. 


COUNTY CHARTERS. Sce Jurisdiction, 1. 


COUNTY SCHOOL BOARDS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; 
Jurisdiction, 2. 


COURTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; Jurisdiction, 1-3; 
Procedure, 1; Taxes, 2. 


CRIMINAL LAW. See Constitutional Law, I; IV-VII; Juvenile 
Delinquents; Procedure, 2; Search and Seizure. 


CROSS-EXAMINATION. See Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; 
Juvenile Delinquents. 


DECLARATORY JUDGMENT. See Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act; Judicial Review, 2-4. 


DELINQUENCY. Sce Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; Juvenile 
Delinquents. 
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DEPORTATION. See Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952. 
DILUENTS. See Judicial Review, 2. 
DISCOUNTS. See Federal Trade Commission; Judicial Review, 1. 


DISCRETION. See Federal Trade Commission; Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 2-3; Judicial Review, 1. 


DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 


DIVISION OF RATES. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 
2-3. 
DOING BUSINESS. See Venue. 


DRUGS. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act; Judicial 
Review, 2-4. 


DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; Juvenile 
Delinquents. 


EAVESDROPPING. Sce Procedure, 2. 
ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; Jurisdiction, 1-2. 
ELECTRONIC EAVESDROPPING. Sce Procedure, 2. 


EMPLOYEES. See Legislative Immunity. 


ENCOURAGEMENT OF DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional 
Law, II, 1. 


ENTRY. See Constitutional Law, IV. 


EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional Law, 
III; Jurisdiction, 1-2. 


ESTATE TAXES. See Taxes, 1-2. 


EVIDENCE. See Constitutional Law, V; VI, 2; Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 2-3; Procedure, 1-2; Search and Seizure. 


EXCLUSION. See Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952. 


EXPERT DISCRETION. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 
2-3. 


FEDERAL FOOD, DRUG, AND COSMETIC ACT. See also Judi- 
cial Review, 2-4. 

Prescription drugs—Proprietary names—Regulations for labeling 
and advertising —Pre-enforcement review of regulations of the Com- 
missioner of Food and Drugs concerning labeling and advertising of 
prescription drugs bearing proprietary names is not prohibited by 
the Act. Abbott Laboratories v. Gardner, p. 136. 
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. See also Administrative 
Procedure, 1. 

Hydroelectric projects—Federal development—Public interest — 
Although the issue of federal development of water resources must, 
pursuant to §7(b) of the Federal Power Act, be evaluated by 
the FPC in connection with its consideration of the issuance of 
any license for a hydroelectric project, that issue has not been 
explored in the record herein; the determinative test is whether 
the project will be in the public interest, and that determination can 
be made only after an exploration of all relevant issues. Udall v. 
FPC, p. 428. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See Taxes, 2. 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION. See also Judicial Review, 1. 

Administrative procedure—Cease-and-desist order—Abuse of dis- 
cretion—Since the FTC’s refusal to withhold enforcement of its 
cease-and-desist order in a price discrimination case did not con- 
stitute a patent abuse of discretion, the Court of Appeals exceeded 
its authority by setting aside the FTC’s denial of a petition for a 
stay. FTC v. Universal-Rundle Corp., p. 244. 


FEDERAL WATER POWER ACT. See Administrative Proce- 
dure, 1; Federal Power Commission. 


FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I; V-VII; Ju- 
venile Delinquents; Search and Seizure. 


FINAL AGENCY ACTION. See Federal Food, Drug, and Oos- 
metic Act; Judicial Review, 2-4. 


FIRE INSPECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1-2. 


FOREIGN ELECTIONS. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, 
Il. 


FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Citizenship; Constitutional 
Law, I-IV; VI, 2; VII; Jurisdiction, 1-2; Juvenile Delin- 
quents. 

FOURTH AMENDMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, IV-V; VI, 2; 
Legislative Immunity; Search and Seizure. 

FRAUD. See Procedure, 2. 

FREIGHT FORWARDERS. See Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 4-5. 

GREYHOUND CORPORATION. See Administrative Procedure, 
2; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1. 


GROUP FINDINGS. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 2-3. 
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HAIR DYES. See Judicial Review, 2. 
HEALTH INSPECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
HOMOSEXUALS. Sce Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952. 


‘‘HOT PURSUIT.” See Constitutional Law, V; VI, 2; Search 
and Seizure. 


HOUSING. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 
HOUSING CODES. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 


HYDROELECTRIC DAMS. See Administrative Procedure, 1; 
Federal Power Commission. 


IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT OF 1952. 


Deportation of alien—Psychopathic personality—Homosexual.— 
Petitioner, an alien who at the time of his entry into this country 
was a homosexual, was excludable under § 212 (a)(4) of the Act 
as one “afflicted with [a] psychopathic personality,” a term which 
Congress clearly intended to include homosexuals. Boutilier v. 
Immigration Service, p. 118. 


IMMUNITY. See Legislative Immunity. 


INFANTS. See Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; Juvenile 
Delinquents. 


INITIATIVE AND REFERENDUM. See Constitutional Law, 
mm. 4. 

INSPECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, 1V; Judicial Review, 3. 

INSURANCE POLICIES. See Securities Act of 1933, 1-2. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. See Administrative Procedure, 1; 
Federal Power Commission. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. See Taxes, 1. 

INTERROGATORIES. See Procedure, 1. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT. See Administrative Proce- 
dure, 2; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. See also Adminis- 
trative Procedure, 2. 


1. Public interest—Corporate control—Anticompetitive issues.— 
The ICC is required, as a general rule, under its duty to determine 
that the proposed transaction is in the “public interest” and for a 
“lawful object,” to consider control and anticompetitive consequences 
before approving a stock issuance under § 20a (2) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act. Denver & R. G. W. R. Co. v. U.§8., p. 485. 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION —Continued. 

2. Railroad rate divisions—Group-basis evidence and findings — 
The ICC has authority to take evidence and make findings on a 
group basis, and in ratemaking or rate divisions cases involving 
large numbers of railroads the necessities of procedure and adminis- 
tration require proceeding on that basis. Chicago & N. W. R. Co. 
v. A., T. & S. F. R. Co., p. 326. 

3. Railroad rate divisions—Technical expertise—“Expert discre- 
tion.’—The ICC’s “expert discretion” plays a considerable role in 
the technical area of railroad rate divisions and there was sufficient 
explanation for its exercise here. Chicago & N. W. R. Co. v. A., T. 
& 8. F. R. Co., p. 326. 

4. Trailer-on-flatcar service—Availability to truckers—The ICC 
has authority to promulgate a rule requiring that any railroad offer- 
ing TOFC service through its open-tariff publications must make 
that service available “to any person” on nondiscriminatory terms, 
and the ICC has power to authorize motor carriers to use TOFC 
service when it is offered by railroads to the public on open tariffs. 
American Trucking v. A., T. & S. F. R. Co., p. 397. 

5. Trailer-on-flatcar service — Bimodal service — Power to regu- 
late—All TOFC (“piggyback”) service is bimodal, and there is no 
basis for denying the ICC, in the absence of congressional direction, 
the power to regulate transportation that partakes of both elements. 
American Trucking v. A., T. & 8S. F. R. Co., p. 397. 


INVESTMENT COMPANY ACT OF 1940. See Securities Act of 
1933, 1-2. 


INVESTMENT CONTRACTS. See Securities Act of 1933, 1-2. 
JOINT RATES. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 2-3. 
JUDGMENTS. See Procedure, |. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW. See also Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act; Federal Trade Com- 
mission; Juvenile Delinquents. 


1. Administrative procedure—Federal Trade Commission—Abuse 
of discretion—Since the FTC’s refusal to withhold enforcement of 
its cease-and-desist order in a price discrimination case did not con- 
stitute a patent abuse of discretion, the Court of Appeals exceeded 
its authority by setting aside the FTC’s denial of a petition for a 
stay. FTC v. Universal-Rundle Corp., p. 244. 

2. Pre-enforcement review—Commissioner of Food and Drugs’ 
regulations—Color additives—Under the standards set forth in 
Abbott Laboratories v. Gardner, ante, p. 136, namely, the appro- 





960 INDEX. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW—Continued. 

priateness of the issues for judicial determination and the immediate 
severity of the regulations’ impact on the respondents, the pre- 
enforcement challenge to these regulations is ripe for judicial review. 
Gardner v. Toilet Goods Assn., p. 167. 

3. Regulations—Commissioner of Food and Drugs—Pre-enforce- 
ment review—Pre-enforcement judicial review of the regulation 
involved here is not appropriate as the controversy is not ripe for 
adjudication under the standards set forth in Abbott Laboratories v. 
Gardner, ante, p. 136. Toilet Goods Assn. v. Gardner, p. 158. 

4. Statutory construction—Final agency action—Since the issue 
of statutory construction is purely legal, and the regulations of the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs concerning the labeling and adver- 
tising of prescription drugs bearing proprietary names are final 
agency action under the Administrative Procedure Act, the case 
presents a controversy “ripe” for judicial resolution. Abbott Labora- 
tories v. Gardner, p. 136. 


JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. Sce Legislative Immunity. 


JURIES. See Procedure, 1. 


JURISDICTION. See also Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act; Judicial Review, 1-4; Venue. 


1. Three-judge courts—State statutes—Three-judge courts were 
improperly convened under 28 U.S. C. § 2281 in these cases charging 
malapportionment since the “statutes” are of limited application; 
§ 2281 does not apply to local ordinances or resolutions or operate 
against state officers who perform matters of purely local concern. 
Moody v. Flowers, p. 97; Dusch v. Davis, p. 112. 

2. Three-judge courts—Statewide statute—A three-judge court 
was properly convened since the challenged statute, concerning the 
manner in which Michigan county school boards are chosen, has 
general and statewide application. Sailors v. Board of Education, 
p. 105. 


JUVENILE COURTS. Sce Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; 
Juvenile Delinquents. 


JUVENILE DELINQUENTS. See also Constitutional Law, I; 
VI, 1; VII. 

Juvenile courts—Due process—lIn the adjudicatory stage of the 
juvenile process, where commitment to a state institution may fol- 
low, “it would be extraordinary if our Constitution did not require 
the procedural regularity and exercise of care implied in the phrase 
‘due process.” In re Gault, p. 1. 
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LABELS. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act; Judicial 
Review, 4. 


LABOR UNIONS. See Venue. 
LEGISLATIVE EMPLOYEES. Sce Legislative Immunity. 


LEGISLATIVE IMMUNITY. 

Senate Judiciary Committee Chairman—Legislative employees — 
While the doctrine of legislative immunity protects legislators en- 
gaged in the sphere of legitimate legislative activity, the doctrine 
is less absolute when applied to officers or employees of legislative 
bodies; and there is sufficient factual dispute with respect to the 
alleged participation by the Subcommittee’s chief counsel in a 
claimed conspiracy illegally to seize petitioners’ property and records 
to require that a trial be held. Dombrowski v. Eastland, p. 82. 


LEWD TELEPHONE CALLS. Sce Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; 
VII; Juvenile Delinquents. 


LICENSES. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal Power 
Commission. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; Juris- 
diction, 1-2. 


LOCAL OFFICIALS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; Juris- 


diction, 1-2. 


LOSS OF CITIZENSHIP. Sce Citizenship; Constitutional Law, 
TIT. 


LOUISIANA. See Legislative Immunity. 


MALAPPORTIONMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; Juris- 
diction, 1-2. 


MARITAL DEDUCTION. See Taxes, 1. 


‘‘MERE EVIDENCE.’’ See Constitutional Law, V; VI, 2; Search 
and Seizure. 


MICHIGAN. See Constitutional Law, II, 2; Jurisdiction, 2. 
MOTOR CARRIERS. Sce Interstate Commerce Commission, 4-5. 


MUNICIPALITY. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal 
Power Commission. 


MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES. See Constitutional Law, IV. 
MUTUAL FUNDS. See Securities Act of 1933, 1-2. 


NATIONALITY ACT OF 1940. See Citizenship; Constitutional 
Law, III. 
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NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION POLICY. See Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 4-5. 

NATURALIZATION. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, III. 

NEGLIGENCE. See Procedure, 1. 

NEW TRIAL. See Procedure, 1. 

NEW YORK. See Jurisdiction, 1. 


NOTICE. See Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; Juvenile Delin- 
quents. 


OPEN HOUSING. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 

OPEN TARIFFS. Sce Interstate Commerce Commission, 4-5. 
ORDINANCES. See Constitutional Law, IV. 

PASSPORTS. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, III. 


‘*PIGGYBACK” SERVICE. See Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 4—5. 


PLUMBING FIXTURES. See Federal Trade Commission; Judi- 
cial Review, 1. 


POWER OF APPOINTMENT. Sce Taxes, 1. 


POWER PROJECTS. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal 
Power Commission. 


PRE-ENFORCEMENT REVIEW. Sce Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act; Judicial Review, 2-4. 


PRESCRIPTION DRUGS. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cos- 
metic Act; Judicial Review, 4. 


PRICE DISCRIMINATION. See Federal Trade Commission; 
Judicial Review, 1. 


PRIVACY. Sce Constitutional Law, IV-V; VI, 2; Search and 
Seizure. 


PRIVATE DWELLINGS. See Constitutional Law, IV, 1. 


PRIVILEGE. See Constitutional Law, I; V-VII; Juvenile Delin- 
quents. 


PROBABLE CAUSE. See Constitutional Law, IV-V; VI, 2; 
Search and Seizure. 


PROBATION OFFICERS. See Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; 
Juvenile Delinquents. 
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PROCEDURE. See also Constitutional Law, I; II, 2-3; VI, 1; 
VII; Jurisdiction, 1-2; Juvenile Delinquents; Venue. 

1. Court of Appeals—Special interrogatories to jury—New trial — 
Where jury in negligence suit failed to answer four of five inter- 
rogatories concerning different design aspects of a skip hoist, Court 
of Appeals erred in directing entry of judgment for respondent on 
ground evidence did not support finding of negligence on fifth 
aspect, and case should have been remanded to the trial judge who 
was in the best position to pass upon the question of a new trial. 
Iacurci v. Lummus Co., p. 86. 


2. Electronic eavesdropping—New trial—Since there was appar- 
ently no direct intrusion into attorney-client discussions, there is now 
no adequate justification to require a new trial. Case is remanded 
to the District Court for a hearing, findings and conclusions on the 
nature and relevance to all these convictions of the recorded conver- 
sations, and any other conversations that may be shown to have been 
similarly overheard. Hoffa v. United States, p. 231. 


PROPERTY INTERESTS. See Taxes, 2. 


PRGPRIETARY NAMES. Sce Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act; Judicial Review, 4. 


PSYCHOPATHIC PERSONALITY. See Immigration and Na- 


tionality Act of 1952. 


PUBLIC INTEREST. See Administrative Procedure, 1-2; Fed- 
eral Power Commission; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1. 


PURE FOOD AND DRUGS. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cos- 
metic Act; Judicial Review, 2-4. 


QUANTITY DISCOUNTS. See Federal Trade Commission; Judi- 
cial Review, 1. 


RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 


RAILROADS. Sce Administrative Procedure, 2; Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 1-5. 


RAILWAY EXPRESS AGENCY. See Administrative Procedure, 
2; Interstate Commerce Commission, 1. 


RAILWAY LABOR ACT. See Venue. 

RATE DIVISIONS. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 2-3. 
RATES OF RETURN. See Taxes, 1. 

RECORDED CONVERSATIONS. See Procedure, 2. 


RECREATIONAL FACILITIES. See Administrative Procedure, 
1; Federal Power Commission. 
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REGULATIONS. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act; 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 4-5; Judicial Review, 2-4. 

REMAND. See Procedure, 1-2. 

RENUNCIATION. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, III. 

REPEAL. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 

RESIDENCE. See Venue. 


RESIDENCE OF CANDIDATES. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; 
Jurisdiction, 1. 


REVENUES. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 2-3. 


REVIEW. See Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act; Judicial 
Review, 1-4. 


RIGHT TO COUNSEL. Sce Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; 
Juvenile Delinquents. 


ROBINSON-PATMAN AOT. See Federal Trade Commission; 
Judicial Review, 1. 


SAN FRANCISCO. Sce Constitutional Law, IV, 1. 


SCHOOL BOARDS. Sce Constitutional Law, II, 2; Jurisdic- 
tion, 2. 


SEARCH AND SEIZURE. See also Constitutional Law, V; VI, 
2; Legislative Immunity. 

“Hot pursuit”—Warrantless search—The “exigencies of the situa- 
tion,” in which the officers were in pursuit of a suspected armed felon 
in the house which he had entered only minutes before they arrived, 
permitted their warrantless entry and search. Warden v. Hayden, 
p. 294. 


SEARCHES. See Constitutional Law, IV-V; VI, 2. 
SEATTLE. See Constitutional Law, IV, 2. 


SECRETARY OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE. 
See Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act; Judicial Review, 
2-4. 


SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. See Administrative Proce- 
dure, 1; Federal Power Commission. 
SECURITIES ACT OF 1933. 

1. Annuity contracts—Insurance policies—Assumption of invest- 
ment risk.—Respondent’s “Flexible Fund” contract does not come 
within the insurance exemption of § 3 (a) of the Act since the appeal 
to the purchaser is not on the basis of stability and security but on 
the prospect of “growth” through investment management. Re- 
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SECURITIES ACT OF 1933—Continued. 


spondent’s assumption of an investment risk by its guarantee of 
cash value based on net premiums cannot by itself create an insur- 
ance provision under the federal definition. SEC v. United Benefit 
Life Ins. Co., p. 202. 


2. Insurance — Investment contract — Competition with mutual 
funds.—The accumulation provisions of respondent’s “Flexible Fund” 
contract constitute an investment contract under § 2 of the Act under 
the test that the terms of the offer shape the character of the instru- 
ment under the Act, the contract here being offered to purchasers in 
competition with mutual funds. SEC v. United Benefit Life Ins. 
Co., p. 202. 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION. See Securities 
Act of 1933, 1-2. 


SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, I; V-VII; 
Juvenile Delinquents; Search and Seizure. 


SENATE COMMITTEES. Sce Legislative Immunity. 


SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; 
Juvenile Delinquents. 


SKIP HOISTS. See Procedure, 1. 


SNAKE RIVER. See Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal 
Power Commission. 


SOLICITOR GENERAL. See Procedure, 2. 
SPECIAL INTERROGATORIES. See Procedure, 1. 
SPECIFIC PORTION. Sce Taxes, 1. 

STATE ACTION. See Constitutional Law, II, 1. 
STATE COURTS. Sce Taxes, 2. 

STATE LAW. See Taxes, 2. 


STATE STATUTES. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; Jurisdic- 
tion, 1-2. 


STOCK ISSUANCE. Sce Administrative Proccdure, 2; Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, 1. 


STRIKES. See Venue. 
SUBCOMMITTEES. Sce Legislative Immunity. 
SUITS. See Venue. 


SUPPRESSION. See Constitutional Law, V; VI, 2; Search and 
Seizure. 
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SURVIVING SPOUSE. See Taxes, 1. 
TARIFFS. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 2-5. 


TAXES. 

1. Estate tares—Marital deduction—Monthly stipend to widow.— 
In the legislative history of the marital deduction there is no indi- 
cation that Congress intended the deduction to be available only 
where the “specific portion” is expressed as a “fractional or per- 
centile” share. The “specific portion” must be determined on the 
basis of the “amount of the corpus required to produce the fixed 
monthly stipend.” Northeastern Nat. Bank v. U. §&., p. 213. 


2. Federal estate taxes—Transfers of property—State law —Where 
federal estate tax liability turns upon the character of a property 
interest held and transferred by the decedent under state law, fed- 
eral authorities are not bound by the determination made of such 
property interest by a state trial court; if there is no decision by the 
State’s highest court federal authorities must apply what they find 
to be the state law after giving “proper regard” to relevant rulings 
of other courts of the State. Commissioner v. Estate of Bosch, 
p. 456. 


TESTAMENTARY TRUSTS. See Taxes, 1. 


THREE-JUDGE COURTS. See Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; 


Jurisdiction, 1-2. 
THROUGH ROUTES. Sce Interstate Commerce Commission, 2-3. 


TRAILER-ON-FLATCAR SERVICE. See Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 4—5. 


TRANSFERS OF PROPERTY. Sce Taxes, 2. 
TRANSPORTATION. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 2-5. 
TREASURY REGULATIONS. See Taxes, 1-2. 

TRIALS. See Procedure, 1-2. 

TRUCKERS. See Interstate Commerce Commission, 4—5. 
TRUST ESTATES. See Taxes, 1. 

UNINCORPORATED ASSOCIATIONS. See Venue. 

UNIONS. See Venue. 


UNITED STATES CITIZEN. Sce Citizenship; Constitutional 
Law, III. 


VARIABLE ANNUITIES. See Securities Act of 1933, 1-2. 
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VENUE. 


Suit in federal court against unincorporated association—“Doing 
business.”—Residence of an unincorporated association (which should 
be viewed as an entity for venue purposes) under the previous 
version of 28 U. S. C. § 1391 (b) refers to wherever it is “doing 
business”; and if the District Court now finds that respondent was 
not “doing business” in Colorado, the appropriateness of venue 
under the current version of § 1391 (i. e., whether the claim “arose” 
in Colorado) should be considered. Denver & R. G. W. R. Co. v. 
Trainmen, p. 556. 


VERDICTS. See Procedure, 1. 
VIRGINIA. See Constitutional Law, II, 3; Jurisdiction, 1. 


VOTING. See Citizenship; Constitutional Law, II, 2-3; III; 
Jurisdiction, 1-2. 


WAIVERS. See Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; Juvenile 
Delinquents. 


WARRANTS. See Constitutional Law, IV-V; VI, 2; Search and 
Seizure 


WATER POWER. Sce Administrative Procedure, 1; Federal 
Power Commission. 


WILDLIFE CONSERVATION. See Administrative Procedure, 
1; Federal Power Commission. 


WITNESSES. See Constitutional Law, I; VI, 1; VII; Juvenile 
Delinquents. 
WORDS. 
1. “Afflicted with [a] psychopathic personality.”—§ 212 (a) (4), 
Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952, 8 U. S. C. § 1182 (a) (4). 
Boutilier v. Immigration Service, p. 118. 


2. “Where all defendants reside.” —28 U.S. C. § 1391 (b). Denver 
& R. G. W. R. Co. v. Trainmen, p. 556. 


WRONGFUL DEATH. See Procedure, 1. 
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